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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| For rue rirst tre, a Lancashire district registry cause has 
"been appointed for Mr. Justice Kexewicu on motion for judgment, 
and is to be heard on Saturday. ment of the civil i 
a The judges and 
would meet with 








| We necrer to learn that Mr. Kine, the senior Chancery Regis- 
/trar, ie compelled to be absent from his duties on account of ill- to ive of ci 
Gees. Mr. 0. E. Fanurm, of the Rogistrar’s Office, has been | hu4wa magPrrec.™ 
| sppointed to act as his deputy until the Long Vacation. and also against the mode 


to express an opinion that the 
eae in Council—a_vi 
: ge ype sinks are still interfering with the Garleees of the — of oe 5 Be pel 

) courts and impeding the constant flow of justice. @ ane in- | WES Serpe Pe. ; 
formed that on Thursday the ‘‘ Maske” st’ Geay’s-ins attracted Jig hh sey, south ovhane seapt it te Woe the di 
"the judges of the Court of Appeal No. 2, who, having sat from | 7 cane) See be di on iin detai 
“half-past ten until a quarter-past two, rose for the day, and pro- pppoe at with pec paspese-rar ich 

d ceeded to hear the musical arguments in Silenus v. Kawasha. pa ont P bales nn ~ ive way, ond on 

q : which must be ted or re 

be carried by the aid of a 


a 








__ We necentty mentioned that the Council of the Incorporated of 

| Taw nara had prepared a Bill to remedy “s eg — “ <i 

_were likely to be occasioned by the decision in Za parte Stanfor ; 

WRe Barber (34 W. R. 507-17 Q. B. D. 259} It appears| POW - professional pores ‘agialation 
| from the report of the council that the Bill was submitted to the | °°U™™es was a proper subj . 

"Lord Chancellor, but that he does not think it desirable to deal 
| with the question by legislation. The council, however, intend to 
» promote the Bill next session. Tar Frmst Orrenpers Brit now been 








' ‘Tue arrenrton of our readers should be directed to a correspond- 
"ence which will be found in the appendix to the report of the | as th 
_ Paymaster-General, the general result of which is to shew that the | reform 
ee mesenes of Inland Revenue have —s ~~ ~ stamp on 
/@ power of attorney for the receipt of money e Paymaster- 
General in any case not falling under the precise words of divisions | q ‘re 
' (8) and (4) under the head ‘‘ Letter or Power of Attorney” in the 

2 ule to the Stamp Act of 1870 is ten shillings. It has been 
"the practice of the Paymaster-General’s d ent to regard for 
‘this purpose a periodical payment ‘‘ out of dividends” as a pay- 
ment of ‘dividend or interest” within (3) of the head referred 
'to, and therefore to require a five-shilling stamp only. The 
"authorities at Somerset House, however, have decided that such a 
‘payment is not the payment of a dividend, and that if it is a 
| Periodical payment in excess of £10 per annum, it requires a ten- 
‘Shilling stamp. 





_ Mrz. W. H. Smrn’s statement on Monday evening in the House 
of Commons may probably be taken as settling fate of the Land 
Transfer Bill—or, at all events, of the registration 

“Wession. He said :—‘‘ There is one other measure which will 
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wisely administered, they can do little harm. It should 
expressly provided, however, that the power of the court. to 
up a first offender for judgment should be limited in point of 
and the twelve months during which the conditions are to be 
observed would be a very good limit to fix. Both at common 
law and by the Bill the power to “‘call up for judgment” appears 
to be unlimited in point of time. Itis seldom or never exercised, 
but none the less should it be limited. Otherwise the convicted 
~~ has the possibility of being “called up” hanging over him 
e. 


£5 
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We onserve that, with the view of increasing the efficiency 
of the Preliminary Examination, certain alterations have been 
made, including the substitution of passages for translation at sight 
instead of passages from books named five months previously; the 
addition of algebra up to simple equations and the first four books 
of Euclid, and a more stringent regard to spelling and English 
composition. It appears that the judges to whom the altered 
regulations were, under the Act of Parliament (40 & 41 Vict. c. 
25, s. 6), submitted for approval, objected to the addition of 
algebra and Euclid being treated as essential, and insisted on the 
candidates having the option of taking up these subjects in lieu 
ef one of the two languages prescribed. The change‘in the direc- 
tion of setting passages for translation from unseen authors in the 
language paper is a step in the right direction, as it is a well- 
known fact that many candidates have, by means of cramming, 
passed without having even an elementary knowledge of the lan- 
guages taken up. With regard to the algebra and Euclid we 
venture to think that it would have been much better to make 
these subjects essential. The examination has always been a very 
elementary one, but this alteration will lower rather than increase 
its standard. The Council have during the past year abolished the 
old classification of the subjects for the Final Examination into 
essential and non-essential subjects, considering that candidates 
should be examined in all branches of the law usuully transacted 
> ee emg We have already given full particulars of this 

ion. The principal feature will be that no one subject will 
be more essential than another, and that a candidate will have to 
@tain a fixe minimum of marks, but it does not matter in which 
of the subjects he obtains the necessary marks. 


A FULL Dequier having been promised in Miss Cass’s case, there 
is little to be said except that the vote of censure in which the 
series of fiascos in that case culminated will be useful as affirming 
the doctrine that 2 Home Secretary is responsible to the House of 
Commons for the administration of justice, and especially respon- 
sible for the investigation of complaints of misconduct on the 
part of the metropolitan police. Mr. Marrnews’ action in 
the matter certainly shewed an inadequate appreciation of his 
daties in this respect and an unlawyer-like readiness in the first 
instance to pronounce judgment on apparently inadequate materials. 
As regards the conduct and remarks of the magistrate, all the 
Home Secretary could do would be to draw the attention of the 
Lord Chancellor to the matter, and it is not clear what course, 
beyond censure, could be taken in case the Lord Chancellor came 
to the conclusion that the magistrate had been guilty of serious 
miscomduet. There does not appear to be any explicit power 
to dismiss 2 metropolitan police magistrate given by 2 & 3 Vict. 
¢. 71, but possibly the general power in the Crown to discharge 
any justice of the peace by writ under the Great Seal (Burn’s Jus- 
tice, 20th ed., 3rd vol. by Cave, p. 123), might cover the case. 
As regards the policeman, there was, of course, power on the part 
of the Home Secretary to direet the Commissioners of Police to 
inquire into his conduct. 


Tas rower of police constables to arrest women for solicitation 

Metropolitan Police Act of 1839 (2 & 3 
54). By this section every person “‘ being 1 common 
prostitute or night-walker, loitering or being in any thoroughfare 
of pablic place for the purpose of prostitution or solicitation to the 
susoyance of the inhabitants or passengers” is liable to a penalty 


without warrant, any person who shall commit any such 


for this section to operate, that the offence should be commi 


mitted the constable is liable to an action for false imprisonment. 
It may be doubted whether so large powers of arrest without 
warrant have been wisely conferred upon the metropolitan police 
indiscriminately. 





Land Transfer Bill was reported to the House of Lords on Thurs. 
day last. They were nearly all in the name of the Lord Chan- 
cellor. Lord Herscuett made one more attempt to throw the duty 
of registering on the purchaser and not on the vendor, and Lord 


to Ireland. We append a summary of the more substantial of the 
Lord Chancellor’s amendments, a considerable number being only 
verbal improvements and corrections. 

Cause 4.—To add a power for the board, on first registration of 
a leasehold, to dispense with production of the actual lease or a 
copy thereof (required by section 11 of thé Act of 1875), and to 
accept secondary evidence of its provisions in proper cases. 

Clause 5.—To direct that the assignee (by operation of law or 
otherwise) of a person registered as tenant for life shall be regis- 
tered as such—the registration not to impair the tenant for life’s 
powers, 

Clause 30.—A corresponding alteration of the provision as to 
bankruptcy of tenant for life. 

Clause 36.—The rules are to contain directions as to when 
office fees may be remitted, and as to the notices in respect of 
deaths to be given to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 

Clause 37, sub-clause 1.—Remodelled so as (1) to include a 
casus omissus—namely, where real estate is vested in a person 
which, if he had died intestate, would not pass to his heirs— 
namely, where such person took by descent, and the land would, 
therefore, go to the heirs of his ancestor, the purchaser. It should 
be observed that the beneficial enjoyment is not altered, only it is 
provided that in this case, too, the executor of the person last 
seised shall administer ; and (2) to meet an argument (raised over 
a colonial Act) that where a man died without heirs (though 
leaving a will) the Act did not apply. The sub-clause now 
runs :—* Any real estate which would, but for this Act, on the 
death of any person intestate pass to his heirs, or, if he became 
entitled by descent, to the heirs of his ancestors, if any,” &c. 
Sub-clauses 2 and 8 are transplanted into clause 41, from which 
we also note the puzzling, and, at best, unnecessary, words “ pari 
passu wth his personal estate’ are to be excluded. 

Clause 47.—A curious little addition is made, shewing the 
extreme care needed to be taken when institutions are ‘‘ abolished.” 
For it appears that the borrowing powers of at least two Yorkshire 
towns require deposits of memorandums of all charges in the 
local Yorkshire registry. The local registry being (prospectively) 
abolished by this Act, those towns would have been in the rather 
distressing situation for a local body of being unable to borrow 
had not — gr ere ssey added, substituting the land 
registry for the registry for this purpose. 

Clause 58, authorizing the ts we of officers on behalf of 
applicants and other persons dealing with the office, has been 
elucidated. It will be remembered that it was thought this 
clause opened the door to the admission of « number of persons, 
not solicitors, to the privilege of transacting business in the 
tegistry. The amendment now confines the provision ‘‘ officers” 
to —_ of title, surveyors, and other persons as provided by 
the rules. 





A connesvonpent, alluding to Mr. Butcxpare’s letter in the 


those dealings will 





of forty shillings, and “‘it shall be lawfal for any constadie” 
belonging to the Metropolitan Police Force to take into custody, = 


within view of any such constable.” It is absolutely necessary, q 


within view of the constable (see Simmons v. Millingen, 2 ©. B, 
524; Justice v. Gosling, 12 C. B. 39), and if it be not so coms © 
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A rurTHEr BatcH of amendments stood in the paper when the © 


Monreacte moved for the extension of the real property clauses : 


Times, a8 to the costs of registered dealings (ante, p. 563), © 
points out that the true cost of registered dealings cannot be ~ 
ascertained with completeness without an estimate of what ~ 
the country in the salaries of the officials ~ 


employed to transact them. For instance, should the registry ~ 
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(as it has done in former years) cost between £5,000 and £6,000 
a year to maintain, 100 applications per annum would cost about 
£55 each. Even if this be so reduced as to bring the official dis- 
bursements down to £5 each, this, added to the lowest of Mr. Buicx- 
pate’s instances—£2 12s. 8d.—makes a total to the nation and the 
landowner together (in computing which, by-the-bye, our correspon- 
dent omits to substract the office fee of 7s. 6d.) of £7 18s. 8d, as 
compared with £6, the total present costs for the same transaction. 
We need hardly point out, however, that in these calculations the 
most important item—namely, the average cost to the office of con- 
ducting dealings, which our correspondent conjecturally places at 
£5—is one which it is impossible to determine with certainty. 
The scale of fees issued by the present registry, which formed the 
basis of Mr. Brickpate’s statistics, was intended, and doubtless was 
carefully calculated, to make the office self-supporting. The Queens- 
land registry has 48,000 titles in it—the returns, largely from 
a uniform tariff of fees of 10s. for a mortgage and £1 for a transfer, 
exceed the expenses in all cases, independently of value, many 
times ; the gross expenses, however, only amount to £4,230 Is. 4d. 
—rather Jess than 2s. per title per annum. 








THE APPLICATION OF THE MAXIM VOLENTI NON 
FIT INJURIA TO THE LAW OF NEGLIGENCE. 


Tue law of negligence is one of the most interesting and, as it 
seems to us, the most obscure and uncertain branches of the law. 
We made a little while ago some short observations on the recent 
decision in Thomas v. Quartermaine, as briefly reported in the 
daily papers. The full report of the case has since been pub- 
lished (33 W. R. 555, 18 Q. B. D. 685). The judges in the 
Court of Appeal delivered separate judgments, each of which will 
be found to be full of interest, but perhaps more particularly that 
of Bowen, L.J., which is a masterpiece of powerful and subtle 
reasoning. The judgment of the Master of the Rolls will, we are 
disposed to think, be found, upon careful consideration of the 
matter, to be in truth, to a great extent, a corollary from views 
expressed by him more full and elaborately in the well-known 
case of Heaven v. Pender (11 Q. B. D. 503). 

The general interest of the case does not Jepend so much on the 
particular point decided with regard to the construction of the 
Employers’ Liability Act as on the discussion of general principles 
with regard to the law of negligence. The facts shortly were 
these : The plaintiff was employed ata brewery; upon the premises 
there wasa vat full of scalding fluid, round which there was a 
rim about sixteen inches high. The plaintiff was attempting to 
pull a board from under another vat, and, the board coming away 
more suddenly than he expected, he fell into the first-mentioned 
vat. The county court judge found that there was a defect in the 
condition of the works at the defendants’ brewery by reason of 
there being nc sufficient fence to the cooling vat; that the con- 
dition of the vat was known to both the plaintiff and the defend- 
ant; and that the plaintiff had not been guilty of contributory 
negligence. It was held by the majority of the court (Bowen and 
Fry, L.JJ.) that the plaintiff could not maintain an action under 
the Employers’ Liability Act, Lord Esher, M.R., dissenting. It 
was a question in the case whether that Act had placed the ser- 
vant in the same position as, or in a better position than, anyone 
of the public invited on to the premises, but we rather understand 
the Master of the Rolls’ judgment really to involve the propo- 
sition that, apart from the fact of his being a servant, the plaintiff 
would have had a cause of action at common law, and herein 
appears to us mainly to lie the interest of the conflict of views. 

he view of the majority seems to be briefly this: Without a 
duty there can be no negligence, or, in other words, neglect of 
duty ; the existence of the duty, and, consequently, of the negli- 
gence, depends on the circumstances with regard to the particular 
person towards whom the duty is alleged; there can be no duty 
upon the person who occupies premises to have such premises, or 
machinery, or other matters thereon in a particular condition, nor 
any breach of duty in not so having them, towards a free agent 
who, by the licence of the occupier, voluntarily comes upon such 
premises with as complete knowledge of the state of things that 
exists and any danger resulting therefrom as the ocoupier of the 


The view which the Master of Rolls takes if we 
rightly understand it, to this: There is a general duty with 
regard to premises, machinery, or anything of which 


y @ person may 
have the management and control, to take ordinary care that the 
person or property of others lawfully coming upon, or into 
proximity to, such premises, machinery, or other matters shall not 
suffer damage by reason of the state thereof, and that knowledge 
by the party injured of such state is only an element in deter- 
mining whether there has been contributory negligence. He 
says: “The duty, however, is that you are bound not to do 
anything negligently so to hurt A erg near you, and the whole 
duty arises from the knowledge of that anger Whether the 
negligence is your personal act or arises using your property 
in a particular way, the rule equally a and must so use 
your personal powers or propery as not to injure any other person 
if, by the exercise of reasonable care, you can avoid doing sd.” 
This practically reduces the whole question in these cases to two 
elements—viz., negligence and contributory negligence. 
It appears to us that the subject is one involving much difficulty, 
both practical and theoretical, in either point of view. A great 
deal of the theoretical difficulty arises from the fact that, owing 
to certain natural human tendencies, which are, perhaps, in- 
evitable, in many cases the findings of juries on the question 
whether there has been negligence or contributory negligence are 
untrustworthy. If juries could be trusted to take. a really fair 
and dispassionate view, in many cases this nice question as to the 
existence of any, and, if so, what, duty would be rendered 
unnecessary by the fact that the existence of negli would be 
immediately negatived. The truth is that in cases the 
questions whether there was a duty and whether there was neg- 
ligence or a breach of duty may often be really interchangeable. 
If the question whether there was a duty is framed so as to state 
exactly what the duty suggested is, it becomes obvious that 
practically this is so. The question, whether there was a duty 
under the circumstances of the particular case to do or not to do 
a particular thing, comes to much the same thing as the question, 
whether it was negligent under all the circumstances of the 
particular case to do or not to doa particular thing. J udges have 
really distinguished between the two questions because juries 
cannot be altogether trusted, but there is always a difficulty about 
the distinction. The Master of the Rolls is pre-eminent among 
judges for his belief in juries and the jury system, and no judge is 
more careful so to frame his general propositions of law as to give 
the fullest operation to the functions of the juryman, and we 
cannot help thinking that there is some relation between his belief 
in juries and his way of looking at these questions of negligence. 
It will be obvious to anyone who carefully reads his judgments in 
Heaven v. Pender and the case we are now discussing, how great is 
their tendency to put the question in these cases unrestrictedly 
into the hands of the jary, Given the general definition of the 
duty which he propounds, it simply becomes a question for the 
jury whether the degree of care he describes as ordinary care has 
been used by the defendant, and whether, if not, there was con- 
tributory negligence. ; 
One great difficulty in relation to the law of tort which 
is particularly exemplified in the law of that 
it must to a great extent be founded on moral duty, but 
that the ideas of legal duty and moral > ne 
are not and cannot be coincident. The limits of 1 
duty are, in the nature of things, shifting and uncertain ; it is the 
nece tendency of the ideas of moral 
flux, ever enlarging their borders. 
any given time it is prop Fer: to exact limits to a 
moral duty. In everyday it is constantly being recognized 
that moral and legal duty are not coincident. 
pay a debt barred by the Statute of Limitations. A 
will take many precautions for the benefit of his 
servants which clearly he could not yah ee by common law 
to take. No one will deny that it isa duty to be humane. 
The function of law in this rig oad t ie yee aghast 
moral and legal duty ought to in cases, 


and to what extent, the force ee See ee ee 
the performance of is an 





premises has himeelf. 


between justice and benevolence. The law has to say what is 
just as between men and man. A will be apt ia 
of these cases to make the precepts of the measure 
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j , as against others. The vice, as we venture to think, of 
the Master of the Rolls’ view of the subject of negligence is that 
the result of it would be, if logically carried out in practice, a 
failure to distinguish sufficiently between the moral duty of a 
humane or scrupulous man to use precautions to prevent injury to 
the person or property of others, and the legal duty that ought to 
be enforced inst all men. His judgment in the case of 
Heaven v. Pender, if followed, would, as we conceive, have been a 
perfectly aew departure in the law of negligence. We imagine 
that it will be found that in the previous cases on the 
subject the principle has always been recognized that there must 
be special circumstances on which the duty to take care towards 
the particular person may be founded. Something beyond the 
mere fact that the defendant knew, or ought to have known 
if he reflected, that in the absence of some precaution a person 
coming into proximity to the machinery, or whatever it might be 
that caused the damage, might be injured. Thus, for instance, 
to persons using an adjoining highway, orin the lawful exercise of 
a right of way over private land, there is a duty on the part of the 
occupier of premises so to use them as not to endanger the safety 
of such persons. To persons invited on to premises or licensees 
there is a duty not to lay a trap for them, not to allow them, in 
ignorance or with incomplete knowledge, to expose themselves to 
risks the nature of which the occupier of the premises either 
knew or ought to have known. It would be impossible to exhaust 
by one or two formule the whole of the law on this subject, but 
we think it will be found that in all the cases some special circum- 
stances existed beyond what would be necessary to satisfy the pro- 
position laid down by the Master of the Rolls in Heaven v. Pender. 
At any rate, we cannot think that there is any authority for the 
proposition that a person is responsible as for negligence in respect 
of anything on his premises constituting a danger which is as well 
known or as obvious to the person whom he has invited on to his 
premises as it is to himself. 

But, although we cannot help thinking that, upon the authorities 
and the general principles which have always been supposed to 
govern the law of negligence, the decision of the majority was 
correct, we think everyone will be painfully conscious, after 
perusing the judgments of the Court of Appeal in the cases we 
have mentioned above, that there are great logical and practical 

i ies in connection with this branch of the law, whether it 
be regarded from the point of view adopted by the majority or 
that adopted by the Master of the Rolls, and we can conceive that, 
to some minds, it may appear that after all the broader view of 
the latter, by which these questions are really made almost 
entirely questions of fact, is the sounder and more logical. 








CONVEYANCE AND REGISTRATION OF LAND 
TITLES IN PRUSSIA. 

Tux by Mr. C. 8. Scott, Secretary to her Majesty’s Embassy 
at Berlin, on this subject has just appeared. The following observa- 
tions are partly extracted from the report and partly derived from 
independent sources. We may congratulate Mr. Scott upon having 
very successfully achieved a di t task. As he himself says, to 

information in such detai] as would admit of thoroughly test- 
ing applicability of the Prussian system to England or other 
countries would require more leisure and technical knowledge of the 
subject than can be expected from a member of the Embassy ; but for 
i ion of a general character given in « concise form the report 
leaves little or nothing to be dedetl. 

An instance, however, of the prt pitfalls Oe unprofessional 
person is exposed to in dealing with technical subjects occurs in the 
es the = paragraph of “y Frassan Siatte of 1872. 

report states ts gc geo ollow registration is 
necessary ‘‘In cases where alma consequence of 
voluntary di ." This, to an English lawyer, would seem to apply 
only to cases of gift, as opposed to dealings for value, but the word 
translated (with literal accuracy) “‘ voluntary disposal” means really 
area of net ot the parties as opposed to a devolution by act or 
operation of law —i.c., a sale or mortgage as against « succession or 


There is really s0 very little difference between the main principles 
ee nd oe ne ont the system our own 
Land Transfer Act the Torrens Act that it is needless to set out 
in detail the various provisions of the former sent over by Mr. Scott. 
The curious is that the two systems should have worked 


| 





and introduced so nearly at the same moment; the Prussian Registry 
of Title was established in 1872, and was very soon adopted by the 
other German States. : E 

The most interesting portion of the report at the present juacture ig 
employed to get land on to the register 
registration—which ap 
guaranteed title in 
various, 


a auction on a a certificate of possession given by a 
ocal authority, coupled wit 
ment. : . 
2. Certificate of ownership. How obtainable is not specified—pro- 
bably from the existing deed registrars, after search of some kind. 
3. Evidence of possession, either 
(a.) For twenty-five years simply, or 
(b.) For ten years at least, plus a legal commencement of such 


4, Evidence of title in the o 'y sense. f 
The other more notable points of the system mentioned in the 
report are these. We give them without comment:— 


written conveyance by the registered proprietor and an acceptance 
by the transferee. Where the ies can attend at the registry 


where the written form is used it must be properly verified and 
authenticated. 

Devolutions do not require registration until the new owner desires 
to transfer or charge the land; then he must be registered. Notice 


transferee. : 

Adverse possession gives no tifle as against the registered pro- 
prietor. 

Notes of temporary matters, such as intended sales and mortgages, 


system, can also be entered on the register. 

Easements and other rights to which property is subject must be 
registered in order to affect third parties. 

A list (curiously similar to section 18 of the Land Transfer Act) is 
also given of certain rights which shall not be affected by registration, 
they are all either notorious or trivial matters. 

A very distinctive feature of the system is the land debenture, 


used for small sums. Mortgages are 
£1; the fees being less than 1s. in such cases. 

The unit of registration ap to be the parcel ; each parcel has a 
separate sheet in the register, but means appear 
the ls when Daten in the owership of one proprietor. 

The register is only accessible to persons interested. 


by the registrars, who ea in ordinary cases, make the necessary 
terations in omy sepa ae the ies wait. 

Trust estates can be registered on production of the certificate of 
officials specially charged with their supervision. 

The concludes with some of the specimen forms of registers 
appended to the original statute, with translations of the various 
entries. 

Mr. Scott refers the legal expert 
Preussische Grundbuch-recht” (Berlin, 1881), 700 pages, which he 
has himself utilized for the purposes of this report. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
COSTS UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


system as compared with the cost of the present p 
hardly complete. 


£6,000 « year. If there are one hundred applications for Pe anergy 
sale, &c., of land under £100 in value, including « 
sum—for share of establishment charges, the total wo 





y of each other (as appears to have been the case) 


£7 18s. 84., as compared with £6, the amount of present costs. 


at the end, where a few notes are collected as to the processes” 
in the first instance ~ first ~ 
rs, by-the-bye, to have been effected with © 
cases. The proof of title admitted was 7 


1. Sale by judicial auction. Apparently any vendor could sell by ; 
a certain amount of public advertise. — 


n. 
( For ten years by the *p plicant and his predecessor together, ~ 


Transfers consist of two parts—an act of transfer, and its subse- — 
quent registration. The act of transfer consists in a verbal or © 


(nearly every market town has its registry) the process is verbal; ~ 
of prior unregistered rights does not affect the title of a registered ~ 


lis pendens, &c., corresponding to our ‘‘caution” and “notice” ~ 


It appears that the oral instructions of applicants are readily received 
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which we are informed is used for large sums mostly, the ancient | 
mortgage or registered charge being still kept on foot and largely % 
iven' constantly for less 


to exist for collecting ~ 


to Herr Bahlmann’s “ Das 3 


Sir,—The table set out in Mr. Brickdale’s letter (SoLicrrors. 3 
Journal of the 18th ult.) showing the cost of the registration ~ 
£ 

The expenses of the Land Register Office are between £5,000 and ¥ 
in 1 course of the year the expenses would average about £65 © 
each. 4 
Taking the first instance in the table, the total cost of re a2 
tee to the | 


solicitor, is put at £2 18%. 8d. Add to this, however, say £6—8 © 
moderate uld be — 
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I have reason to think that the system of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, and the scale charges is not generally known, and that it has 
not had a sufficient trial. In all probability, if allowed to continue, 
it would be found to effect, in time, both simplicity of title and as 
much expedition in the transfer of land as one need wish for. 

E. H. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Re PLATT—O, A. No, 2, 5th July. 


Luyxacy—Perition unpEen Truster Retier Act—Jvurispicrion—Jvupica- 
ture Act, 1873, s. 51. 


This was a petition by the personal representative of a deceased person 
of unsound mind, not so found by inquisition, for the payment out of 
court of a fund which had been paid in under the Trustee Relief Act to 
the credit of the deceased. The petition was entitled in the matter of 
that Act, and in the matter of the Trustee Acts. 

Tue Court (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) at first felt some doubt 
whether they had any original jurisdiction under the Trustee Relief So but 
on referring to the request addressed to them some years since by the 
Obancellor (vide 20 Soricitors’ Jovrnat, 45) to act as additional judges of 
the Chancery Division, it was found that it was not limited to petitions 
entitled in lunacy and the matter of the Trustee Acts, but thatit extended 
to all applications inlunacy which required also an exercise of the juris- 
diction of the Chancery Division. The Court accordingly made the order 
asked for.—Counset, F. Thompson. Soxictror, R. 0. Adams Beck. 





Re THE BARANGAH OIL REFINING CO.—C. A. No. 2, 30th June. 


Oompany—Winpixsc vp—Oonrrinvurory—ConTRact TO TAKE FULLY PAtD- 
up Suares—Omission To Recister Contract—Companizs Act, 1862, 
gs. 23—Companizs Act, 1867, 8. 25. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (ante, p. 46). The 
question was whether A., a former director of the company, could be made 
a contributory in respect of unpaid shares, he ha to take full 

d-up shares. Ata meeting of the board of directors, held on the 19 
of June, 1883, at which A. was present, it was resolved, ‘‘ That 500 fully 
paid up shares in the company be voted and presented to A. in recogni- 
tion of his services on behalf of the company in undertaking two journeys 
to India, subject to confirmation at the next general meeting of the 
shareholders.’’ At another meeting of the board, on the 28th of August, 
1883, it was resolved ‘‘That the board further vote A., seventy-five fully 
‘sect shares, subject to confirmation of the shareholders at the.next 
general meeting, for the additional assistance he has rendered the com- 

y.”’ The next general meeting of the company was held on the 24th 
of October, 1883, and it was then resolved by the shareholders ‘‘ That a 
sum of £2,875 be voted to A., which he agreed to take in 575 fully paid-up 
shares.’’ A. was present at this meeting and assented to the resolution. 
No proper share register was kept by the company, but his name was 
entered in the shareholders’ ledger as the holder of 500 of the 575 shares. 
He afterwards transferred to other persons 260 of the 500 shares, and he 
and the secretary of the company signed certificates for 500 of the shares. 
North, J., held that A. had agreed to take the 575 shares, and that he must 
be placed cn the list of contributories in respect of the 315 which remained 
in his name, and that, no contract for the issue of the shares as paid 
up having been registered in compliance with section 25 of the Companies 
Act, 1867, the shares must be treated as having had nothing in 
respect of them, and that the £2,875 which was voted to A. could not be 
treated as an independent debt, and set off against the corresponding sum 
which was due from him upon the shares, so as to make the shares fully 
_ up. On the hearing of the appeal the court allowed fresh evidence to 

adduced, and this new evidence satisfied the court that, when A. 
executed the transfers, the numbers of the shares were not filled in, and 
that he believed that he was transferring some other shares which had 
been previously allotted to him ; that the numbers were wrongly filled in 
by the mistake of a clerk of the company ; that when A. signed the cer- 
tificates he did so only with the intention of taking the shares when they 
should be duly allotted to him as, in fact, fully paid up in compliance 
with section 25; and that his name was entered in the company’s books as 
the holder of theshares without his knowledge or assent. 

Tuz Covrr (Corron, Bowzn, and Fry, L.JJ.) allowed the a i 
Corron, L.J., said that if, independently of the resolution of the out of 
October, which voted the 575 shares to A., there had been a debt due to 
him from the company, then, in accordance both with principle and the 
decided cases, the set-off of that debt nst the amount payable by him 
in respect of the shares might have considered payment of the 
shares, if the liability of the company to him existing antecedently to the 
resolution had been of sufficient amount. But itw be wrong to 
that principle to a case in which the debt from the com was crea 
by the same resolution which voted the shares to him as paid up. It 
would be, in effect, an allotment of shares as fully paid up, without com. 
plying with section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867. In present case 
no contract for the issue of the 575 shares as fully paid = was over 
registered. It was, however, argued that, under section 23 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, A. must be consid a contributory, because he 
had agreed to become a member of the company, and his name was on 
the register of shareholders. In his lordship's o it must be shewn 


either that, with his assent, his name had been entered on the register as | tha’ 


a member of the company, or that he had entered into a contract with 





the company to become a member, of which the liquidator was entitled | 1 


to compel specific ormance, so that A.’s name 
segistel ok aie on without his consent. 
contract? The contract into which A. had 
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these particular shares being 

——— to be a strong i 
inference that he intended to take these 
were not, in fact, fully up. 

that A. had never inten 


and had 
registered. His lordship added that it had been 
applied only in the case of a winding up. That 
general application. Bo . 
of the company raised a presum 
primd facie evidence. The notion 
clusively bound by entries in the company’s books had 
law or in equity. Fay, LJ. 
fully paid up, for the agreement so to issue them had not been 
and the contemporaneous agreement oo ee A. an equivalent sv 
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money could not be treated as payment 
arore the question whether the shares 
section 25 apelied enly te ates | Some a8 BEE, That turned upon 
section 23 of the Act of 1862, and the question was whether A. was 
a ‘“‘member”’ of the com , or had agreed to become a 

of these shares. sega neperentes wae SS © Sah ele 
of any other description than fully -up shares, and the evidence taken 
altogether did not shew any assent by A. to a departure from that agree- 
ment.—CovnsEL, Buckley, Q.C., ; . 
Swinfen Eady. Sorrcrrons, Rooks ¢ Co. ; Milton Bradford. 


THE LONDON AND YORKSHIRE BANK (LIM.) e. T. E. PRITT.— 
Chitty, J., lst July. 


Resrraint on Trape—AGreewenr Extracrep rrom Ooxprrion rx Boxp— 
Inyuncriox. 


In this case the question arose whether an agreement could be gathered 
from the condition of a bond, or whether the sole remedy against breach 
WY aoa, cf £1,000 by th , 

asum of £1, y the 
his employers, and the was should not, 
during the space of twelve calendar months next after quitting the 
plain’ f oekeg, Sito See within five miles of the 
plaintiffs’ bank. The defendant uitted the —— 
and accepted a post at a — the for 
an interim injunction. The d that the plaintiffs could 

bond 


only sue for damages. 


891, 18 . 518) and Howard v. Weedward (13 W. 

on abemeies as asked.—Counsut, Romer, Q.C., and Carsen > 
Greclean, Q.0., and Upjohn. Soxrcrrons, Bompas, Bisohef, Dodgson, ¢ Care ; 
Torr, Janeways, & Co. 


Re SIMPSON'’S TRUSTS—North, J., Ind July. 


Aprorntuant or New Tavstars—Consraverive Tavsrersnir—J carpe 
Tion—Disrensixno wirn Sarvice or Parrrrox—Taveres Acr, 1850. 


This was a petition for the of trustees of a will, and for an 
cant tag ae Ca ae ae 
wa ant wk or Gn oi epee trustee. ce aeed a ts 
testator not | 
game of hin edeatun weator bad died, and no representation had 
ee Mk of Re Deeis’ Trusts (12 214, 
Norrn, J., held, on the authority 
t the was jurisdiction to trustees. Phe axa having 
recei a personel ont tome eS 
trustee of the fund, His lordship heki that it waa 
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not necessary that representation should be taken out to the executor, and 
that service of the petition on such a representative might be dispensed 
with.—CovnseL, Butcher. Sorscrrors, Ulithorne, Currey, § Villiers. 


ASHWORTH v. LORD—North, J., 2nd July. 


Morreace—Repemrrron—Mortcacee tn Possesston—OverPAYMENT—Ac- 
counT with ANNUAL Rests—Costs, 


This was 1 mortgagors’ action for the redemption of the mortgaged 
property. The mortgagees liad been for many years in possession of the 
Property. The judgment at the trial directed an account of what was 

jue to the defendants for principal and interest in respect of their secu- 
rity, and for their costs of the action, and an account of rents received 
by them, &c., and that, on payment by the plaintiffs to the defendants of 
the balance (if any) found due to them, within six months of the 
date of the chief clerk’s certificate, the defendants should re-convey the 
property to the plaintiffs, and that, in default of payment, the action 
should be dismissed with costs. But, in case it should appear on taking 
the accounts that the defendants had been overpaid, the further consid- 
eration of the action was adjourned. The chief clerk by his certificate 
found that the mortgage debt had been paid off as long ago as 1866 by 
means of rents which the defendants had received, and that there was a 
sum of £618 due from them in respect of rents which they had since 
= The defendants had insisted that a large balance was due to 
them. 

Norts, J., held that an account must be taken against the defendants, 
with annual rests from the date at which they were fully paid ; and that, 
as they had made an unfounded claim, they must, notwithstanding the 
form of the original judgment, pay the costs of the action.—Covnsgz, 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and EB. 8. Ford ; Everitt, Q.C., and Ingle Joyce. Sour- 
crtorns, Bolton, Robbins, Busk, § Co. ; Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co. 


Re WATSON, CARLTON +. CARLTON—North, J., 6th July. 


Wrz or Bririsx Svnsecr Execurep 1x Scortanp accorpinc to Scorcu 
Law—Psrsonat Estatre—Lezasevoips 1x Enctanp—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 
114, s. 2. 


The question in this case was whether the will of an Englishman 
resident in Scotland, executed there in the form required by Scotch law, 
was effectual to pass his leasehold estates in England, the will not 

validly executed according to English law. The testator be- 
queathed his whole means and estate of whatever kind and denomination, 
or wherever situated, to a trustee to pay certain pecuniary legacies, and all 
the rest of his means and estate to be divided equally amongst certain 
godchildren of the testator. The testator had some leasehold estates 
situate in England. Section 2 of the Act 24 & 25 Vict. c. 114 provides 
that “‘ Every will and other testamentary instrument made within the 
United Kingdom by any British subject (whatever may be the domicil 
of such person at the time of making the same or at the time of his or her 
de: th), shall, as regards personal estate, be held to be well executed, and 
shall be admitted in England and IreJand to probate, and in Scotland to 
confirmation, if the same be executed according to the forms required by 
the laws for the time being in force in that part of the United Kingdom 
where the same is made.”’ 

Norra, J., held that the words “ personal estate’’ were not confined 
to movable property, but that they included leaseholds, and that the English 
leaseholds passed by the will.—Covnset, G. Henderson ; 8. Hall; R. F. 
Norton ; Mackaskie. So.szcrtons, Miller & Miller ; Cole ¢ Jackson ; Nicholson 


the Income Tax Acts, and, secondly, that the sums received from the ~ 


contended that the sums received were not the less profits because they 


refer to profits. 

Tue Count (Lord Corerincz, 0.J., and Frey, J.) gave judgment for 
the Crown. This ho:pital was conducted on the principle of the richer 
patients paying sums in excess of what their treatment cost, to enable 
poorer patients to be also treated. The question was whether, under 
these circurstances, when there was a profit derived from the richer 
patients, that profit was assessable to income tax. Primd facie, these 
profits were clearly assessable. And they were not exempted by section 
105 ; for, assuming the appellants to be such a corporation as mentioned 
in that section, this £7,000 was not an annual payment applied by the 
committee to charitable purposes only. Solong asthe committee received 
these patients, they received profits; and, though they were practically 
obliged by the Commissioners in Lunacy to spend those profits in a par- 
ticular manner, and did use them for a wise and beneficent purpose, they 
were none the less profits, and therefore liable to income tax.—UOounsRL, 
Sir H. James, Q.O., and Graham ; Sir E. Clarke, 8.G., and Dicey. Sottcrrors, 
Hensman § Marshall, for Hensman ¢ Sons, Northampton; The Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
CRAY v. WRAY—Field, J., in chambers, 2nd December, 1886,* 


Acrion sy Soricrror ror Brit or Costs ror Less rHan £50—Costs on 
Hicu Covrt Scatez. 


In this case a London agent sued a country client (a solicitor) for the 
amount of a signed bill of costs for less than £50 delivered in compli- 
ance with the provisions of the Solicitors Act, 1843. Appearance was 
entered and application for leave to defend was made under order 14, 
with the result that leave to defend was obtained on payment into court 
as to part of claim, and unconditional leave to defend as to the re- 
mainder. Subsequently the defendant, on application to tax the bill, 
withdrew the issues raised on the affidavits in defence. The costs were 
taxed. The plaintiff then applied for judgment on allocatur, and to tax 
the costs of the action. The order having been made, the plaintiff carried 
in his bill on the superior court scale. The master refused to tax. The 
plaintiff issued a summons before the judge, and cited Jones v. Brown (2 
Ex. Rep. 329). 

Fretp, J., held that a plaintiff, when a solicitor, was still entitled to 
proceed in the High Court, notwithstanding that the amount claimed was 
less than £50, and to recover costs on that scale, on the ground of privi- 


rules made thereunder not in uny way affecting the question.—So.icirors, 
Francis § Johnson ; Aaron Wray. 











$ Graham. 


ST. ANDREW’S HOSPITAL, NORTHAMPTON v. SHEARSMITH— 
Q. B. Div., 2nd July. 


Iscome Tax—-Hosprrat. 


This was a special case stated by Income Tax Commissioners on an 
appeal brought by the St. Andrew’s Hospital at Northampton against an 
assessment of £7,000 made under Schedule D. of the Income Tax Act, 
1853, for the year ending the 5th of April, 1884. The object of the hospital, 
which was founded by voluntary contributions and was opened in the year 
1838, is the care and treatment of persons suffering from mental diseases. 
It is as required by 8 & 9 Vict. c. 100, and is managed by a 
committee of subscribers whose services are gratuitous. The intention of 
the committee is to provide for the treatment and maintenance of poor 
patients who are unable to pay or can only pay a portion of the cost of 
the treatment and maintenance afforded; and in order to enable them- 
selves to do this, they also receive richer patients, from whom they receive 
payment at various rates, according to their ability to pay, above the 
actual cost of their treatment and attendance ; and this excess of payment, 
together with voluntary contributions, is applied towards the support of 
the er patients. From the opening of the hospital till the let of July, 
18i6, both private and pauper patients were received, the original propor- 
tion one-third of the former to two-thirds of the latter; but in later 
years there was 2 tendency for the pauper class to exceed ite due propor- 
tion. On the ist of July, 1476, the pauper patients were removed to the 
New County Asylum near Northampton. The committee have been 
obliged of late years, at the instance of the Commissioners in Lunacy, to 

money in buying land in the proximity of the hospital to prevent 
privacy of the patients being interfered with; and further expense 
has necestarily been incurred in erecting new buildings. It was said 
during the argument that the number of patients at the present time was 
320, of whom 240 psy various sums exceeding the cost of their treatment 
and maintenance, and 80 are assisted paticnte. The annual profits derived 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Frovat Examrnation. 


The following candidates, whose names are in alphabetical order, were 
successful at the final examination held on the 14th and 15th of June, 
1887 :— 

Adams, William 

Adlington, Jonathan 
Agnew, Harold, B.A. 
Aizlewood, Albert Percy 
Allen, William Edward 
Alpe, Frederick 

Anderson, Jobn 

Armstrong, Richard 
Auden, Thomas Edward 
Auty, John Charles 
Badcock, Frederick 
Bainbridge, Robert William 


Bird, John William Edwin 
Bobbett, Lewis Albert 

Booth, William Edwin 

Bostock, Henry 

ee age John Henry 

Brady, Christopher 

Bridge, Henry Sansum 

Bromley, Joseph Walker 
——— Charles Edward, B.A., 


.B. 
Brown, Frederick 
Burkingyoung, Charles Edmund 


Balden, Samuel Dinsdale Burnett, Robert Oldham, B.A., 
Bantoft, Guy ret LL.B. 
Barlow, Richard Llewellyn Burrell, Robert 


Campion, Harold Gilmore 

Campion, John Todd 

Canning, Philip Lovel Hampden 

Cartwright, Sydney 

Cavell, Harry St. John 

Chancellor, Walter Egerton 

Cha , Frederick Wiiliam 

Charsley, Arthur Edmund Webster 
Chevalier, Arthur Edward 

Bentley, John Hen 


Ohinn, Richard 
Berridge, Samuel tt Christie, Philip Rider, B.A. 


Barlow, Thomas Marriott 
Bartlett, Edward Henry Hewitt 
Bartlett, George 

Batley, Ralph Cecil, B.A., LL.B. 
Beaumont, Henr 

Beaver, Frederic 

Becher, Howard Percy 

Bell, Edward Albert 

Benjamin, Arthur Joseph 








from the wealthier patients, calculeted on an average of the three years 
1880, 1851, and 1832, amounted to £7,000. The pe. a Brien pl as: | 


* We have been furnished by a correspondent with a note of this decision, 





the assessment subject to this case. It was argued on behalf of the 
appellants, first, that there were no profits at all within the meaning of = 


wealthier patients were exempt by section 105 of the Income Tax Act, | 
1842, which applies to Schedule D. the exemption given by section 88, —~ 
sub-section 3, in the case of Schedule C. On the part of the Crown it was] 









were spent in charity, and that section 105 did not apply, as it did not © 







lege, as held by Pollock, C.B., in Jones v. Brown, the Judicature Acts and / 
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Clapham, Herbert 


Clarke, James 

Clench, Sidney Augustus 
Clifton, Harvey 

Close, Charles John Ward 
Cobb, Thomas Hugh 
Colbeck, Hagel 
Coleclough, William Herbert 
Comerford, Hugh 

Cook, Walter Ainsworth 
Coombs, Richard Samuel Gurney 
Coren, John William 
Ooulmav, Edward 

Court, William Henry 
Cowan, Thomas Galloway 
Crocker, William 

Crow, John Henry 

Crowe, Edmund George 
Currey, Harry Erskine, B.A. 
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Dabbs, Arthur Henry 

Dale, Richard Reuben 
Davies, Robert Walker, B A. 
Dawson, Albert Edward 
Dawson, Pere 


Dewing, Maurice 
Dixon, Albert Edward 
‘ Dixon, Herbert Griffith 
Dixon, James 
Docker, George Dudley 
Druitt, John 
Duke, William Griffiths 
Dunkerly, Charles William 
Dwyer, Frank 
Earle, Francis George 
East, Frederick John 
Eastley, Thomas Beckley 
Ellaby, Arthur James 
Emanuel, Arthur Henry 
Emsley, Robert Garside 
Evans, Samuel David, B.A. 
Evelyn, Edward Clement 
Evershed, Herbert Evans 
Fardell, John 
Farrar, Joseph Barraclough 
Fernihough, George 
Fernyhough, Samuel 
Ferrington, George William 
Ffinch, Heneage John 
Firth, Thomas Williams Staples 
{ Fischer, Max Temple, B.A. 
Floyer, Sydenham Ernest 
Follett, Walter George 
Foster, Walter Henry, LL.B. 
Fowler, Archibald Robert 


Francis, Earley. Christopher, B.A. 


Freeman, Arthur 
French, John William 
Gabb, Richard Frederick Baker 
Gaby, Ralph Hale, B.A 
Gallaher, Thomas Henry 
Gardiner, George Charles 
Gardner, Robert Henry 
Gascoigne, Walter 
Gaskell, Thomas Frederick 
Gatty, William Henry Oarzer 
Ginn, Thomas William 

ow, Richard Pike 


on, 
Grindrod, John Townley, M.A. 
Guscotte, Leonard John 
+ Hale, David, B.A. 
Halliday, James 
Hammond, Albert Victor 
Harcourt, Clarence 
Harland, Cecil, B.A. 
Harris, Charles Benjamin 
Hastings, Henry Augustus Ward 
Haywood, Joseph ; 
Heap, Henry 
Heap, John Edward 
Heaton, Guy, B.A. 
Henry, James Jocelyn Coghill 
Hebertson, Robert Elliott 
Hewison, Arthur Edward 
rT misaine, Alexander Pearce 
Hind, Everatt 
Hodgkinson, Edward Dixon 
Hodgeon, Henry 
Hollowell, Alfred 
Holmes, Frank Henry 


rere 
ne, 








Cust, Robert Henry Hobart, <1.A. 


Jarratt, William Otley 

Jelf, Henry John 

Jones, Alfred Lewis 

Jones, Douglas Hurst, M.A. 

Jones, John Piers Lloyd 

Jones, Robert Bertram 

Kent, James George 

Kerr, Francis James 

a — jodaa 
night, Thomas J 

Lambert, Joseph Edward 

Lane, Horace Houlton 

Latham, Charles Frederick Grafton 

Lawton, James Hadfield 


Lockwood, Arthur Carden 
Longland, Josiah 

Lucas, Edward 

Lucas, William Bernard 
Mackay, Josiah Kipping 
Maggs, Edwin John Quintius 
Markham, Christopher Alexander 
Matthews, Marmaduke Capper, B.A 
Maudesley, Laurence Long 
Meredith, Walter William 
Michelmore, Henry William 
Mitchell, Hi 

Monks, Hugh Samuel 

Moore, Charles Edward Arthur 
Mullock, Richard Arthur 
Munro, Glanville Deios May 
Nesbitt, Thomas Thorburn 
Neve, William 

Nichols, John 

Norris, Charles Herbert 

Nunn, Edward Westby 


Oldham, James Bertram, B.A. 
Se ae as 
almer, Thomas J Mills 

Parker, Alan M 
Parkes, Francis 
Parkyn, Alfred Howard 
Paull, Henry John 
Pearce, James Alfred 
Phillips, Cleaveland John 
Phillips, Frank 
Phillips, James 
Pierce, Ernest Wilson 
Pillers, Ernest James 
Pilling, Albert Bamford 

, Thomas Olare 
Pollard, John Em’ Toplis 
Pollock, Charles ick, 
Poole, Francis J 


Preston, rhe 

Pri 

Ralph, Richard Christian 
Rawlings, 


Rawlinson, Charles William 
Rawsthorn John 


Roche Charl 
Roll, Hugh Windeld B.A. 
Rorke, George Samuel 









Russell, William Tanfield, 
Sanderson, Stephen Taylor, 
Scales, William Johnston Taylor, Charles Alfred Innes 
Scholefield, Joshua ‘Thomas, Thomas 
Gasp, John Jona Tomlin, Morton James Baring, B.A 
arp, Jo ames » B. 
Sheppard, Tottenham, Loftus Dacre, B.A. 
Bimonds, John Edward Tozer, Edward John Francis 
Simpson, John Percy, B.A. Tratman, Alfred Saunders 
NS} , Norman Macleod, B.A. Travell, Joseph Jackson 
Sixsmith, Richard Massey Turnell, Roland 
Smith, les Barnby Turner, Richard John 
Smith, Francis George Upton, Charles 
Smith, Harold Seton a omg. mg 
Smith’ Hugi Hi pisley Ayscough Walsh ee Henry 
, Hu ames 
Smith, Robert Tewody Ware, Christopher Henry, B.A 
positing, Essay — a Warren, Frederick ur 
Soames, Edgar, B.A., LL.B. Crawford 
Webb, Raward Hunter 


Soares, Ernest J B.A., LL.B. 
8 reba John’ 


’ , 

8 , John Gustard Webb, Herbert 

Sanne, Caislen St. David, BA. W Frederick Gibson 

Spencer, John Wilson , Thomas Percival 
Whitaker, John Lawrence 

Stammers, Sidney Richard John 

Stansfield, William Ashton t, David 

Stapley, Frederick Henry James 

Steele, Charles Deans Williams, Robert 

Stockdale, John Henry Williams, Albert 

Stockton, Oliver James Williamson, Frederick John 

Stokes, Edward John Wi Walter 

Stonehouse, Samuel Emberton Pears 

Symonds, Christopher Barker ‘ Henry 

5 ets Francis Woodhouse, Victor Harry 

weet, ur 
Swinburne, Henry, B.A. Wyson, Ho 


Swinhoe, Rodway Charles John 


InrerMepiaTs Examination. 
The following candidates (whose names are in my oy eed were 
in 16th , 


secon See termediate examination held on day of June, 
Amphlett, Charles Edward Robert Tanner 
Ardagh, Russell Drapes Hanee toket Henry Waterloo 
Arkwright, Sidney Jobn, B.A. Harding, Lansdown 
Armitage, Henry Allen Harling, Allan Owen 
Armstrong, Alfred Cameron Harris, Harry Leonard 
Attenborough, Thomas Hartley, Charles Edward 
Barker, W Chalmers Hawes, Charles Edward 
Bedwell, H Hawley, George 
Beevor, Row! - Francis Frederick 
Bennett, Norman 
Blackston, Frederick Henderson, Arthur 
Bland, Alexander Frederick H 

ward Hen: Herrtage, Robert 
Bower, Thomas Holme Hewitt, _ 
om tong Calin Holland, Thomas, B.A. 

0 ’ 
s, Frederic Rowson 
Holt, Herbert James Whittell 

Case, Robert H Hi Alan 


Chapman, Hen illiam 
bunlay Jolly, B.A. 
Coo; a 5 John David Valentine 
Herbert Buck Knowles, Frederic 
Cronin, Arthur Knox Lee, Charles William 
Cullen, Alfred J Latte Thoedl atthe 
Dauney, Arthur Lionel Smithett 
Davies, gem e Bees dare 
Davies, Charles Frederick Lowden, Edwin Stuart 
Davies, Edward William Lowe, John Henry 
Davies, Herbert Lash, Herbert 
Davies, Willie Arthur aa: OF iy 
Debiicwaten, Frederick Mason, Herbert 
Ellis, Sydney James Monks, John Thomas 
Fearon, John Moore, Robert © 
Fovargue, es ~~ Nid 
Fox, Robert Flow, Bay Sot Chaude Wathowr 
Frye, Oharies arehiee leo, Chicie Woe 
Sa Siu, 
® errr %) ‘ : 
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Stephens, James there appears to have been no rale against attorneys being members of 

Pollok Advion Donald Wilde Stevens, Francis Hewitt inns of court, and the fact that a rule for their exclusion was nevessary” 
Poole, a Strangwayes, Thomas Edward shews that at that time they must to some extent have been members of the 
Powell, Walter Rice Strouts, Harry Frederick inns. Between 1600 and 1640 various orders were made that “ common 
Quilliam, Joseph Swainson, George Francis attorneys and solicitors who are but ministerial persons of an inferior} 
Rabbitt, Harry Tattersall, Henry Percy nature [mark the phrase aes be prevented from being members of any ¥ 
Rankin, Arthur Joseph Burder Taylor, John of the inns of court.” e rules also went on to provide that any barrister’ 
Ransom, Ed Thomas, Evan J who practised as an attorney or sclicitor should be disbarred . The records of © 
Redgate, William Herbert Tilling, Walter James Barnard’s-inn shew an order in 1629 for “ Mr. Harvey, late student of that ~ 

Bernard Todd, Griffith Samuel house, to give up his chambers as he ised as an attorney.”* Rules of 7 
Reynolds, Richard Benjamin Tozer, Edgar Mater court in 1654 and 1704 (which I have before quoted) sequired every attorney 
Richards, Joseph Frederick Tremearne, Eustace Sewallis Shirley | to be admitted of some inn of court or chancery, and, if it be true that ~ 


Turner, Christopher John, B.A. 
Varey, Francis Challender 
Walford, Herbert Nevill, B.A. 


Ritson, Thomas Youdale Ward, Ernest 

Roberts, Robert Arthur Ward, James Michael 
Rodgers, William Alexander Watson, Ernest I[vens 

Rose, Herbert Wa’ Watson, Geo: 

Rassell, Arthur Liewell Wattson, William Beaven 
Schweder, Albert Julius, B.A Weddell, Alexander George, B.A. 
Scott, Charles brane pe Herbert Arthur 
Scott, we | ellington, James 

ten tei A. Westwell, Benjamin Thomas 
Simpson, Joseph Thornton Whichcord, Julian 

Smith, Harry Opie Wickes, Charles Hamilton 
Smith, Horace Au 8 Wilford, John Charles 
Southwell, Harry Glanville Williamson, Edwin Frederick 
Sprake, David Lewis Wilson, Harry 

Stafford, Stephen Goddard 








A HISTORY OF SOLICITORS AND ATTORNEYS. 

Br Frepericx E. Sawrer, F.S.A., of Brighton. 

(Continued from page 596.) 

Incorporated Law Society: its History and Growth.—The early 
oar society is so fully described in the first annual calendar (for 
that I need not re the details. It was founded in 1827 and incor- 
cre 1831 — “*The Society of Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and 
being Barristers, practising in the Courts of Law and Equity of 
the United Kingdom.” It is, of course, quite unnecessary for me to nation 
— functions of the society in reference to our profession generally, 
ty observe that it is virtually an inn of court (or chancery) in the 
it excrcises, whilst possessing far more complete (and statutory) 
powers. It has been saggested that membership of our society should be 
rendered compulsory, but this seems an impossibility, as it is a purely 
ion, like the inns of court and chancery. The valuable 
work done by the society is not half appreciated by the members of our 
—* and, by Prins it their firm support generally, its utility might 
increased tenfo One of the most valuable branches of the society's 
work has been in initiating and altering legislation. When we reflect how 
a body of middle-aged gentlemen, almost wholly ignorant of law, and pos- 
seasing no legal training, set to work annually to tinker up the laws of this 
realm, the wonder is how we are still able to exist. It is, there- 
fore, of the greatest public benefit that our society should intervene, and 
that those who will have to administer the law should offer their suggestions 
as to its modification. This will, no doubt, in future form one of the most 

important tasks of our society. 

(f) Provincial Law Soci-ties.—These preceded the formation of 
society ; thus the Yorkshire Society was founded in 1786 ; the 
Society in 1796 ; the Leeds Society in 1805, &e.* Of course, a brief history 
of these is desirable. 

5. Education and Training—(a) Ezamination.—There seems to be no doubt 
that our profession has taken the lead amongst the learned professions in 
vequiring am examination from its members for more than half a century, 
whilst the medical profession has only required one since 1858, and it is 
quite recently that officers Teer Sane ant savy bove home Adige ee pass 

i _ and barristers have only very lately had to pass any examina- 


tion. 
rales of court requiring those applyi 
examination, and the Solicitors Act, 1543, confirmed and extended the rules, 
ané im 1966 the society secured the passing of an Act (23 & 24 Vict. ¢. 
127) requiring preliminary and intermediate examinations in addition to the 
i Rites 6 ties tele Piemonte 1, ¢. 7, which 
to have ‘ig up” in the courts, bat it is not 
pile dias when etiduecl detehte ooo wae ice We find, however, a 
ying to be admitted as attorneys 
» some judge, serjeant-at-law, coun- 
the courts at Westminster, unless his 
The At 2 Geo. 2, ¢. 23 rendered 
, and a” Register of Articles of Clerkship” from 1749 to 
the Public Record Office, and also twenty-three bagst 
of ~ siidavits A execution of articles of clerkship”’ from 1776 to 1832, the 
letter beiag required by the Act 34 Geo. 3, ¢. 14, which directed the 


cardnest A si) ertivica. 
Inns of Court and Chancery —Up to the year 1600 
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these are (as they contend) pty voluntary societies, it is difficult to seo 
what power the judges had to make 

a rule cf 4 Anne, in reference to the inns of court, ‘if those honourable 
societies will admit them.” It is doubtful whether these rules were ever 
thoroughly enforced, but from the inni 
inns of court have zealously excluded attorneys and their clerks. 
whole subject was consi 


attorney and solicitor, for a mandamus to 
society. In su 
Elizabeth and James I., empowering the inns of court to ~, 
of chancery, and specially an order of 15th April, 6 Car. 
attorneys “‘ being of the inns of chancery.”{ He had first ap; 
Gray’s-inn as the visitor of Barnard’s-inn, but the former Inn decided 
had no power to interfere. The court refused to grant the mandamus, 


the inns 


somewhat similar case was The King v. The Benchers of Gray’ s-inn, in which 5 
and there- ~ 


it was decided that the inns of court were not bodies corporate, 
fore there was no one to whom a writ could be directed.§ In the case of 
The King v. Ali n, in 1834, a mandamus was refused to direct the principal 
of Clifford’s-inn to attend before the benchers of the Inner Temple, there 
being no sufficient proof that they had this authority.|| 

(a) History of the Inns of Chancery.—It will be me 3 to carefully col- 
lect the history of the inns of chancery so far as they related to attorneys 
and solicitors. Each inn of court had its own inns of chancery, yearly 
receiving from them the pupils who had qualified themselves for promotion 
to the status cf inns of court men, and higher fees were charged to students 
coming to an inn of court from inns not under its control. 

The inns of court, with their dependent inns of chancery, were :—Jnner 
Temple : Clifford’s-inn, Lyon’s-inn, and Clement’s-inn. Middle Temple: New- 
inn. Lincoln’s-inn : Furnival’s-inn and Thaives’-inn. Gray’s-inn: Barnard’s- 
inn and Staple’s-inn. New-inn took the place of Strand-inn (or Chester-inn), 

ulled down on the building of Somerset House. Much information will be 
ound in Sir William D ’s Origines Judiciales (folio, 1671); also C. G. 
Addison’s History of the Knights Temovilars (4to, 1842); W. Herbert's 
Antiquities of the Inns of Court (8vo, 1804), &c. ; also in Walter Thornbury 
& Edward Walford’s Old and New London (vols. i., ii., and iii.) ; whilst an 
excellent history of Barnard’s-inn has lately ap in Notes and Queries.% 

6. Growth of Profession—(a) Litigation.—-It is not necessary to say much 
on this point beyond observing that it does not now occupy 0 much of the 
attention of solicitors as formerly. : 

(b) Conveyancing.—In this branch a great change has taken place, for 
whereas Oe epee of deeds was formerly the work of conveyancers, it 
is now y done by solicitors. We read in Bacon’s Abridgment (tit. 
Stanper) that “It is not slander to say of an attorney he made false 
writings, because it is not his business to make writings.” This would 
not, however, be good law now. London solicitors are, I am told, still much 
too fond of running to counsel to prepare simple deeds which they ought 
themselves to know how to draw. 

(6) te and General ct ag iy vane eines is found to be 
well serv y greatly extending acope of a solicitor’s duties so as to 
make him the confidential adviser on all family, legal, and business matters, 
the usual medium for winding up estates; and it seems possible that the 
entire management of oo land and houses may be in future 
(and I think should be) in to the profession. eee 
prepared by solicitors, h it ap this was formerly done by school- 
masters; and Lord Eldon o ed yin his younger days, when on the 
Northern Circuit, “ the first toost after ‘The King ’ was‘ The Schoolmaster,’ 
who in those days made wills, and so furnished frequent employment to the 
We might well (I think) in the present day toast the makers of 
which cause infinite grief and litigation. 

, be able to furnish age eo 
the t cent , but on a tion 
ithe, Deatho, and Mazsiages, I om iota 

heads 
‘‘a@ there is a certain general tendency in all 
tion and g- 
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a + pe Mag pap is ‘apt to descri 
4 oy and in like manner a ‘ solicitor’s 
solicitor.’ 
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, It's stated that in the reign of Edward IIT, the number of attorneys in all 


ms —— was under 400, and the number practising in 1872 was said to be 
|] 13,824." ‘The number of annual certificates issued by the Registrar in 1881 
amon, ’j was 12,594. 
ferior {e) Abolition of Special Courts, Proctors, &c.—Duriug the present reign 
any} many courts with aerial and peculiar jurisdictions practitioners have 
iota been abolished or altered so as to throw them open to the entire profession, 
-ds of ita Wha 






whilst new courts have been established. These will all require historical 
‘astical jurisdiction i 


that. © notice. We may mention the Marshalsea Court ; ecclesiastical j in 
les of probate and divorce ; the abolition of proctors; local small debt courts ; 
ney county courts ; the Bankruptcy Court, &c. In many cases the intervention 
that of our society has secured us valuable rights of audience, &c. 
0 868 (f) General Growth.—The general facilities afforded for the transaction of 
on in business by the innumerable law reforms during the present reign, together 
rable with a reduction of the difficulties and cost of litigation and conveyancing, 
ever have resulted in a large increase of legal business, and there is no reason for 
» the supposing that the endless complications necessarily arising out of our present 
The high state of civilization will ever render it possible for the public to dispense 
cipal with the assistance of well-trained legal advisers, although in moments of 
ham, temporary irritation they may ‘‘ want to do without ’em.” 
» that 7. Taxation and Stamp Duties—(a 4b) Articles of iat oe and Annual 
yn of Duty.—The first Act imposing a duty on articles was the 34 Geo. 3, c. 
inns 14, which required a stamp of £120. The amount now payable is, however, 
ng to £80, and £25 on admission. The annual duty was imposed by the 25 Geo. 
ed to 3, c. 80, making London solicitors pay £5 yearly, and country solicitors 
they £3. This has‘since been altered to Pty for the former and £6 for the latter, 
. A though solicitors not admitted three years get a reduction of £3. I have 
vhich made the following calculation as to the approximate amount thus yearly paid 
here- by our profession, basing it on the figures given in the society’s belenes: eet 
se of for 1881 :— 
cipal £ 
there 1,226 articles of clerkship at ... ont ‘sé die £80 = 98,080 
12,594 annual certificates average (say) at... on £7 = 88,158 
’ cole 600 (say) admissions at pan os ries wile £25 = 15,000 
meys Note.—681 passed final. —_——_ 
parly £201,238 
otion ———— 
lents What the State does for us in return for this large sum I must leave the 
historian of our profession to discover. The number of annual certificates 
Inner issued in the following years were :— 
New- 1843 ... 9,511 1860 ... 10,229 1880 ... 12,688 
rd’s- 1850 ... 18,197 1870 ... 10,576 1886 ... 18,901 
inn), The number of articles of clerkship registered in the following years were :— 
ll be 1870 ... 905 1880... 1,226 1886 ... 924 
3. G. 8. Relation to the Bar.—This branch of the subject will require carefal study. 
ert s It appears that in former times it was customary fer barristers to advise with- 
bury | out the intervention of attorneys. Thus we find in the diary of yee | 
it an Stapley (a Sussex gentleman) : ‘‘1736, April 27th, John Scutt and m 
ies. went to Counsellor Shelley’s for his opinion about a recovery, and he 
nuch told me I might do it myself, and I gave him £1 1s. for 
f the his fee.”+ The members of the bar have always regarded solicitors 
and attorneys somewhat scornfully, and I have already quoted 
» for the seventeenth century rule, describing us as “ ministerial persons of an 
rs, it inferior nature.” The satirist of modern days was not much exaggerating 
} (tit when he described the briefless barrister as falling in love with “a ric 
false attorney's elderly ugly daughter,” and afterwards jilting her when he became 
ould wosperous. It has often been observed how barristers on attaining high 
nuch judicial offices endeavour to obtain popular support by attacking solicitors 
ht apg Be , . - 
ug and their privileges, whilst zealously supporting their own order. There 
seems to be no reason (beyond professional jealousy) why solicitors of ex- 
Lo be perience should not be allowed to fill many offices of a semi-judicial character, 
vv to @ now entirely monopolized by barristers. 
ters, 9. Privileges.—There is an old story of a captain in the Royal Navy who 
; the was ordered when cruising in remote parts to send home reports on the 
ature manners and customs of the countries he visited. Of one nation he gave 


hool- 
| the 


» the 3 


f 
: 
ually | | this terse report : ‘‘ Manners they have none, and their customs are beastly.” 
: And wo may truly say of our own profession : ‘Privileges we have none, but our 
- j disabilities are beastly.” We are termed “‘ gentlemen Wy Act of Parliament,” 
ster, though I have failed to discover any Act giving 
: 


is title. Attorneys 


formerly had the right to be sued only in their own court, but this is now 


re of abolished with the union of all the higher courta. 
a. ot 10, Disabilities. —The heavy taxation. to which we are subject has already 
0 the } been mentioned. The Incorporated Law Society has done much to help in 
mn to 4 the removal of disabilities, and a careful perusal of the society's reports will 
that § 7 
| shew what has been done,{ though, I fear, the work of the society is not half 
hele enough known or appreciated as it should be by the profession generally. 
u “ll may mention one curious disability which formerly existed. When an 
aS attorney was a defendant to an action and did not appear, the plaintiff t 
wen, Bins | sign a forejudger enabling him to strike the defendant off the roll, and then 
ney? } ihe could be sued as a common person (Statute 2 Hen. 4 «& 8) On 
toe’ { makin, | acgere:s to the plaintiif, an attorney so forejudged might be 
f * restored, 

Pass 11. Local Courts and Rolls,—Special attorneys formerly practised in the 
‘ ments Courts of the Counties Palatine of Chester, Lancaster, and Durham, and also 
? the Court of Great Sessions of Wales, I am informed by the a 
sib, of the Public Records that the rolls of all these courts have been ted in 
- od the Public Record Office, but they do not agent yet to be indexed or cata- 
rary oo I am indebted to Mr. Alfred Oxnard Smith, of the Court 
—_ of Chance 





_—_——— 


: mv Durham, for the following notes: ‘' The whole of the records of 
this court (including the roll of attorneys) were removed to the Public Record 








* Haydn's Dates (17th edit. 
2 See also olonder ites Pp, 98 and 20, 





ae VRE | 


Office in 1868. There is in my possetsion a roll dating from 1843, which, 
however, contains few enrolments, the of 1 : 
separately admitted a solicitor of the County Palatine now quite 
obsolete. Iam unable to say when attorneys of the County were 
first instituted, but t would be about the same time as the institu- 
tion of attorneys of the courts at Westminster. The latter could at 
time be admitted attorneys of the County Palatine signing the 
The palatinate attorneys required at 

ractise in the courts there.” of 

me brief particulars of the ‘Great Sessions of Wales,” which 7 
have been principally established by Henry VIIL, will be found in Tomlin’ 
Law Dictionary. 

12. Offices held by Solicitors. —Tulling mentions * five—viz., clerk of peace, 
undersheriff, clerk to justices, vestry clerk, and clerk to board of et 
dians. He does not mention town clerk or coroner. There seems, 
ever, to be nothing making solicitors exclusively eligible to these offices. 

13. Vocations connected with Solicitors.— again mentions five—viz., 
conveyancer, scrivene-, ; proctor, 
are now to a great extent by solicitors. 

14. List of Admissions.—I am ee ok it we fe ble to compile 


f 
: 
| 


(and perhaps pablish) a complete list of attorne itors from earliest 

times. Even if the rolls, prior to 1729, are ly lost, other records 

night help bo tenlte.= Diy, 8. Ere ee of the Iuns of Courts 
15 


. Biographical and Genealogical.—This is an important branch of the 
subject, and Maly te ve of general interest. Biographies, pedigrees, &c., 
can be obtained, a 

eminence are descended from attorneys or solicitors. 


© 
require to know what members of our profession have been distinguished 
the paths of 


Soctey, at, oeees, Ee, Of oer: Lord Campbell, I 
believe, laboured to stamp Shakespeare as an attorney’s t 
16. General History.—Careful search in contem literature appears 
very desirable, so as to ascertain the status of our ion at various periods, 
and any special habits and customs of its members, and the calendars ot State 
papers will now yield much useful information. pew gigi Bacher pe | 
of the profession must, of be examined, and the historian will deter- 
mine whether it io dns to the “ Law balan 0 teeter ¢ evil-doers” (a numer- 
ous body), or to the proverbial fate of those “‘ who interpose in quarrels,” or 
0 ee ee eee 
17. Collection of Materials—({a) on es ins Ppa on all the 
heads already mentioned requires collecting, pilation 
graphy of the subject is most desirable, and I trust that it will be 
possible to make a collection of satires, poems, and caricatures relating to the 
profession. The viele werk oon. Se aes cureeieely ees 
society, and when the necessary materials are obtained, as rele Yh 
histo . _ Lastly, my thanks are due to the Commissioners of In 
venue, the Registrar-General, the Deputy-Keeper of the Public Records, 
«Mr. Gainsford Bruce, Q.C., Mr. A. O. Smith, and parti to Mr. T. 
bie Shee Kind Belp Se Se, Suse nets ee 
long, I hope may be f not unprofitable. 


E 








LORD COLERIDGE ON THE PROPOSED ORDER IN 
COUNCIL RELATING TO CIRCUITS. 
Lory Couzrrpcs has es OS OE ae ae oe Chancel- 
21, 


it. My ob Tam to say, and are threefold. 
First, I SSjent 0 the rae A sneiaguberend taney revolution. 
ary. It almost, except in the instances of the Northern and - Eastern 
Circuits, destroys the circuit What has maiatained that system, 
as we know, has been the business. For criminal business only a set 
of able and men will not leave London and go round the 
circuits ; and I sure that to such places as and 
Lewes, for example, and force all the meg ng aor age br 
miles of Lenten iO: een eae ae see ———— 
wil Gong nee oteee Se which at are 

wae Sone - tel Sgt a ——— vo jae mesa 
grievously ch the a ed ype de 
me from places as tony | 

change convince 
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referred to in the proposed order I am confident were never intended to | ated as a junior optime in 1839, and he was called to the bar at the Inner 
authorize so sweeping and so various a change. Lord Selborne is away | Temple in Hilary Term, 1841. He Solicitor-General of Barbudoes 


and Sir George Jessel is dead. I remain the only other official who con- 
ducted the first Judicature Act through Parliament. For centuries, under 
py of two old Acts of Parliament, every county in England 
has bad civil assizes twice a year. In thirty-four counties, I think, civil 
assizea are absolutely abolished; in others they are reduced to one. I 
cannot think this ought to be done by a majority of the judges and the 
Lord Chancellor (I speak practically) without any consultation 
of the counties to be affected, and apart from the votes 
of their representatives in the House of Uommons. All magis- 
trates and various other officials have, for a very long period of 
time, had the right to have actions brought against them for acts done in 
their office tried in their own counties. This is aright resting on statute. 
By Order in Council it is proposed absolutely to abolish all this in 34 
counties, and seriously to affect itin others. I must think that privileges 
ly created by Parliament ought not to be taken away without 
Parliament being first consulted. The enactment that anything incon- 
sistent with the Judicature Acts is to be taken to be repealed will hardly 
bear the strain put upon it, first, of altering the circuit system so as, in 
fact, to abolish it, and, next, of destroying important Parliamentary 
ee involved in the circuit system, and, I take leave to say, never in 
contemplation of Parliament as liable to be repealed by the passing of 
the Judicature Acts. I am sure that we in the House of Commons never 
* dreamed of such a consequence following from the general provision 
above referred to. 

These are my objections to the proposed scheme as a whole, and to the 
mode of giving effect to it. In detail—which is my third head of objec- 
tion—there is much to be said. You have probably received, as I have, 

remonstrances from Brighton and other corporations against the 
abolition of Lewes as a civil assize town. I have also received'very strong 
remonstrances from Hampshire and the Isle of Wight against the like 
abolition of Winchester. I enclose you a paper, well-reasoned, I think, 
gh poet all the leading members, Queen’s counsel and others, of 
the Western Circuit pointing out the practical hardships and incon- 
veniences of this abolition. These are but specimens of other strong 
protests which have reached me from other quarters. If Parliament 

the scheme, of course we have no more to say; but it seems a 
Fittie strong to pass so serious a measure, interfering with so many rights 
and interests, really by a majority of the judges only. It is to my mind 
no real answer to say that it must lie on the tables of the Houses before 
it becomes law, and that they may address the Crown against it. Of 
course they may; but it is a very different thing to reject a whole scheme 
by addreses—as must be done if it is to be rejected—and to amend a 
scheme in committee when the scheme is part of a Bill in Parliament. 
The power of the Government is generally sufficient in both Houses to 
carry a scheme in block, whereas if it had to be debated in detail the 
most powerful Government is obliged to give and take. ; 

I have expressed my objections to the scheme; but I do not wish to be 
thought desirous of standing on the present system without any alteration. 
Except in Yorkshire and Lancashire and a few other counties, I quite 
agree with the authors of the scheme in thinking that three aesizes in the 
year are abundantly sufficient. I think some system! of grouping not so 
trenchant as the one proposed by the scheme, and so arranged as to give 

county or almost every county one civil assize in the year, would be 
ectionable. I think the abolition of grouping for criminal business 
perfectly right. Iwas chairman of a committee which strongly recom- 
mended this to Lord Cairns many years ago, and I am very glad to find our 
— entertained by so powerful a body as the judges. I am sure that 
scheme has been most carefully and ably worked out. But I object 
to it as a whole; to some details of it, and to the method of carrying it 
into effect, for the reasons which I have given. They are very hastily and 
i ly expressed, but time presses. I hope you will not object to my 
this letter public if I should think it useful to do so.—Yours 

always very sincerely, CoLERipGE. 

Let me add that I object also strongly to the Easter Circuit, as going 
back to the bad practice of disregarding the time when everyone else keeps 

, and as cuteaging for nine times out of ten for judges, the bar, 
ne polbom, siitors, and everyone engaged in litigation, the whole of 
the Easter Vacation. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Eaxrst Baccattay, Q.C., M.P., who has been appointed Stipen- 
diary for the borough of West Ham in succession to the late 
Mr. John Roland Phillips, is third son of the Right Hon. Sir Richard 
the Court of Appeal, and was born in 1850. He 
was and at Osaius College, Cambridge. 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1873, and he is 
a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. He was for a short time a revis- 

barrister. He was secretary to the Boston Election Commission in 

, anid to the Sandwich Election Commission in 1880. He is one of the 
pesenns counsel to the Post Office at the Central Criminal Court, and 

has been MP. for the Brixton Division of Lambeth in the Con- 
servative interest since November, 1885. 

Siz Cuanes Pacxzn, Chief Justice of Barbadoes, has been appointed a 
Member of the Executive Council of that island. Sir C. Packer is the 
thied son of Mr. John Culling Packer, of Barbadoes, and was born in 
1816. He was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he gradu- 


became 
in 1847, Speaker of the General Assembly in 1861, and Ohief Justice and 
Judge of the Vice-Admiralty Court in 1874. He received the honour of 
knighthood in 1879. 


Serjeant Perzr O’Brren, who has been appointed Solicitor-General for 
Ireland, in succession to Mr. John Gibson, Q.C., M.P., who has 
been appointed Attorney-General for Ireland, was called to the bar at 
Dublin in 1865. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1880, and a serjeant- 
at-law in 1885. He is a member of the Munster Circuit. 


Mr. Joun Arxrtnson, Q.C., has been appointed a Prosecuting Counsel 
for the County and City of Dublin, in succession to Mr. Serjeant 0’ Brien, 
who has been appointed Solicitor-General for Ireland. Mr. Atkinson 
was called to the at Dublin in 1865, and he became a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1880, He practises on the Munster Circuit. 


Mr. Epwis Fornes Jerraies, solicitor (of the firm of Wartnaby, Gilbert, 
& Jeffries), of Market Harborough, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Herzert Witt1am Lusx Wison, barrister, has been appointed a 
Magistrate for Herefordshire. Mr. Wilson is the second son of the Right 
Hon. Sir Robert Lush, a judge of the Court of Appeal. He was born in 
1850, and he assumed the additional name of Wilson by Royal licence. 
He was educated at Westminster and at Trinity Hall, Cambridge. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1873, and he 
is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. 





PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Joun Ricnarp Buioxnam and Joun Osartzs Btoxxam, solicitors 
(Bloxham & Son), 6, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham. June 30. The said 
John Charles Bloxham having retired from practice in Birmingham. 

Gezorce Wincn and James Arruur Trask, solicitors (Winch & Trask), 
Chatham, June 30. tenet, July 5. 





GENERAL, 


The Albany Law Journal says that Mr. David Dudley Field, at the age of 
eighty-two, sails for Europe to attend a convention of the Association for 
the Reform and Codification of the Law of Nations, to be held at the 
Guildhall, London, on the 25th of July. 


At the conclusion of the county business at the Sussex Sessions at 
Lewes on the 27th ult., a presentation was made to Mr. ‘G. B. Gregory, 
who for many years represented East Sussex in Parliament of a silver- 
gilt cup, a suitable inscription, and subscribed for by Mr. 
Gregory’s former constituents. 


A correspondent of the American Law Review calls attention to the 
following heading in the index to “‘ Beach on Contributory Negligence’ :— 
‘* Darkie—stealing chickens by a.’ We think: that investigation of the 
indices to some recent English law books might be commended to this 
correspondent. 


The ‘‘ Maske of Flowers’’ was produced, ‘‘in celebration of the Jubilee,’ 
at Gray’s-inn Hall on Thursday afternoon, in the presence of the Duke 
and Dachess of Connaught, Princess Louise, and the Duchess of Teck. 
The Bar Musical Society supplied the orchestra, Mr. Prendergart conduct- 
ing. The morris dance and minuet were encored, 


The Montreal Legal News says that the Supreme Court of the United 
States is about to adjourn for the summer with over a thousand cases 
unheard. Between three and four hundred cases are disposed of annually, 
so that there is work enough on hand for three years at least, and cases 
put on the roll now will have to take their turn at the end of that time. 


On Tuesday the Royal Assent was given by Commission to the Oustoms 
and Inland Revenue Bill, the Conso! Fund (No. 2) Bill, the Truro 
Bishopric and Chapter Acts Amendment Bill, Pensions (Colonial Services) 
Bill, Hyde-park Corner (Street Maintenance) Bill, and about forty rail- 
way, a aaa provisional orders, tramways, water, pier, harbour, 
and other Bills. 


The Manchester Courier announces the death of Mr. Samuel Millner 
Barton, clerk to the Manchester city justices, which took place rather 
suddenly on Tuesday afternoon. Mr. Barton was admitted a solicitor in 
1846, and for upwards of thirty years acted as assistant clerk to the 
magistrates at the City Police Court under his brother-in-law, the late 
Mr. T. the death of Mr. Higson, some five years ago, Mr. 
to the post of clerk. 


On the 30th ult., in the House of Lords, Lord yew moved—“ That 
this House should direct its judgments to be formally notified to the 
Divisions of the High Court of Justice and to the Court of Appeal which 
may be affected thereby.”” He said that the House of Lords had no power 
to enforce its own decrees, and that the parties — to the unnecessary 
expense of a@ motion in the court below in order to have the 
jadgment of the House carried into effect. The Lord Chancellor ex- 
pressed his entire approval of the object of the noble and learned lord in 
making this motion, and it was agreed to. 


In the House of Commons this week, Mr. G. 0, Morgan asked the 
Sec of State for the Colonies whether he could hold out any —_ 





that a Bill dealing with colonial jud te and kindred subjects upon 
| lines approved at the recent Colonial Conference would be introduced by 
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the Governmen’ during the present sestion. Sir H. Holland said: Two 
draft Bills—one dealing with colonial judgments, the other with bank- 
ruptcy—have been prepared, and I have communicated them to the Lord 
Chancellor, who is consulting some of the jedee upon their provisions. 
Subject to the approval of the Lord Chancellor, I hope it may be possible 
to introduce and pass the Bills during the present session. 


Mr. Justice Kekewich was occupied on Tuesday with the hearing of an 
action relating to patents in dress improvers. The court was strewn 
with various specimens of these articles, and considerable amusement was 
caused by the spectacle of a judge and several leading counsel, including 
the Attorney-General, arguing gravely on the intricacies of the various 
designs for dress improvers. Mr. Justice Kekewich, after looking at 
several designs, said: I hope you are going to uce another of these 
articles, Mr. Aston, which I do not see here. It is called the Jubilee, 
Mr. Aston: I have never heard of it, my lord. His lordship: It is one 
which, when a lady sits down, plays the National Anthem. 














We are requested by the London and Westminster Bank (Limited) to 
remind the holders of Oape of Good Hope Government Debentures that 
the conversion of the several debentures into Cape of Good Hope Con- 
solidated Stock will close on the 30th of July next. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 






Date APPEAL CoURT APPEAL CournT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
? No. 1. No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
Mon., July 11 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Koe Mr. Beal Mr. Carringto: 
Tuesday ... 12 Clowes Jackson Pugh Lavie 
Wednesday 13 Jackson Koe Beal Carrington 
Thursday .. 14 Koe Jackson Pugh Lavie 
Friday ...... 15 Lavie Koe Beal Carrington 
Saturday... 16 Carrington Jackson Pugh Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
NoRTH. STIRLING, CH. 
Monday, July ............ it Mr. King Mr. Clowes Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ........ or Ward Pemberton Go 
Wednesda 13 King Clowes Leach 
Thursday . 14 Ward Pemberton Godfrey 
day .... 15 King Clowes Leach 
Saturday .. 16 Ward Pemberton Godfrey 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—Fripay, July 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


BENJAMIN Evans & Co, Lrurrep (or Newrort, Mon.).—Stirling, J., has, by an 
order dated May 23, appointed Mr. Percy Mason, 30 st, Cheapside, to be 
official liquidator. dreditors are required, on or before July 22, to send their 


pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
ew, —= at 3, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
ebts an 


sented June 30, directed to be heard before Kay, J.,on July9. Whale & 
Queen Victoria st, agents for Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge, solors for 

Rowe & Co, Lnairep,—North, J:, has fixed July 12 at 12, at his chambers, for 
the appointment of an official liquidator 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

ALBION MuTUAL PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING Socrety.—Chiltty, J., has fixed 

ponder, July 11 at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
q tor 

Bank or Eoypr.—Stirling, J., has, by an order dated March 10, appointed 
Greville Horsley Palmer, the Hon. Sidney Carr Glyn, and Henry Cassels Kay 
to be official liquidators of the company 

MvutTuAL AID PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy.—Stirling, J., has, by an 
order dated June 28, removed Frederick William Linley, , from being 
official liquidator. And the judge has fixed July 12 at 12, caer, De ga for 


the appointment of an official liquidator in the place of rederick 
Willinan Linley 


GRADUATED County ScHOOLS AssocraTion, Lumrrep.—Petn for winding hae 
petners 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, July 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ACTIEN GESELLSCHAFT CBEMISOHE Faprix Oonompra, Luowirep.—By an order 
made by Kay, J., dated June 25, it was ordered that the company aE up. 
Gasquet & Metcalfe, Idol lane, solors for petner 

CaMBRIAN CHEMICAL Co, Lruurren.—OCreditors are required, on or before July 16, 
to send in their names and addressea, and the ic debts or 
claims, to William Augustine Spain 176, Coleman st. Saturday, July 23 at 12, 
is appointed for hearing and adiu licating upon the debts and Kaine 

CommErcrIAL Unrton Trust Co, Liurrep —Petn for Finding vp, prgeenes June 
23, directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on July 16, Oo, Bucklers- 
bury, solors for petners 

GORSEDD AND SINcLAIR Ustrep Miwrs, Limrrep.—By an order made ‘eee, 


J., dated June 25, it was ordered that the Mines be wound up. Gregory, 
Bishopsgate st Within, solor for petner . 


Hayrorp Inon Co, Lrwrrep.—By an order made by North, J., dated Jane. 25, it 
company 


was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the be continued. 
Pattison & Co, Queen Victoria st, solors for petner 
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lqgnaxp SULPEUR Go, 
Trine 28 appotted Benjani Newatond, 1, z 
Lonpow AND LANCASHIRE PAPER Lrwcregp. Nort, 35 by & 
order dated March 25, Francis Laalie, t 
official liquidator. are req! or before 30, to their 
names and add and or to 
par = Re es ee 


Lonpon Mopen DweLiine Laren. are required, on or before 
Ee Pr my gt ag 
or . 
12, is appointed for hearing and udjudicating upon the debts and fo mend 
N B si F. Loarrep. an order made ay, Jo 
dated June %, it was ordened thatthe voluntary Winding up of the company be 
continued. Vernon & Co, Coleman st, solors for petner oe . 
Ro Rees N Rivet Lonrep.—By an_order Kay, Jv 
dated June 2, it was ordered Ghat the voluntary winding of the y be 
continued. Wilkins & Co, Gresham House, agents right & Co, 
solors for petners 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. . 


or_Daruins, Railway Hotel, Seneley Green, Ashton-in-Maker~ ~ 


ano tes ter. July 2 

.e) cas . . 

BLACKPOOL PENNY SICE CLUB, St John’s School, Blackpool, Lancaster. July 2 
Royat Mar Murvat TricyciEz Socrety, Lrurrep, 80, Leadenhall st. July 2 


SUSPENDED FoR THREE MonTuHs. 
Oovar Harpaxst Pasx, Apctent Order of Feresters, Weleniship Bam Eade 
dington, oole, Lincoln. une 
Hore TzEToraL FaiENDLY SocreTy, Middlesex Hall, 24a, Middlesex st, Claren- 
don sq, Somers Town. June 28 
a SEAMEN’S PROTECTIVE 
une 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or OLA. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 5, 


TayLor, WILLIAM BLENEIN, Preston Salt End, near Kingston upon Hull, Builder. 
Aug 3, Stephenson v Taylor, Chitty, J. Lindo, Coleman st 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cian. 
Landon Gaszette—Fauiway, July 1. 
AncH, WILLIAM, Bournbrook, Worcester. Augi3,. Ooleman & Oo, Birmiagham 
BARD, Mary, Ashton under Mersey, Chester, Aug 12. Denby & Paterson, 
Brep, Exxca MARtA, Chiswick. July 21. Marshal, Hammersmith 
Box, AMBROSE VEAL, Brantford, Wine Merchant. July 30. Ruston & Oo, Essex 


t 
BRAITHWAITE, JOHN, Blackpool, Lancaster, Butcher. Aug 22. W R & A Asoroft, 
Baines, Roser, Pendlebury, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. July 24. Weston & 
er 


Co, 
BROOKE, GEORGE, Norristhorpe, York, Clothier. Augi. Deane & Son, Batley 
Burton, Rev CuaRies Jamss, Carlisle. Augi. Meredith & Co, New sq 


CHARLES, HENRY, Stow on the Wold, Gloucester, Gent. July 31. Francis & Son, 
Stow on the Wold ; 
Cuispy, JoHN, Wood Green. July 30. Danton & Oo, Gray’s inn sq 


Cots, Owgn BLAYNEY, Portishead, Esq. Augi2. Gwilt, Adelpbi 

De:kgs, SaRau, Sparkbrook, Worcester. July $1. Allen & Edge, Birmiogham 
a" Rome, jicldazecs, Huddersfield, York, Grocer and Draper. July 23. 
Fras, Taomas, Lytham, Lancaster, Esq. Aug 9. Barder & Janion, Man- 
Frvon, hight Hon Lady Frances, Chesham place. July 90.. Bennett & Oo, 
FLATAU, ABEAHAM, Maida Vale, Gent, Aug 10, Round & Nathan, Walbrook 
Fyrs, Exiza, Bayswater. Dec3). Densham, Bampton 

Gress, Tt Wingrave, Buckingham, Bricklayer. Aug 15. Newton & Oo, 
Gover. HARD Doveias, Brecon, Esq. Aug 3. Stricks & Bellingham, 
GovuLD, GrorGsE, Southport. Aug®?, Avison & Qo, Liverpool 
GREENWOOD, THOMAS, Pimlico, Gent. July 95. Tyrrell, Raymond bidgs 
@neoc, Emirs Barsara, Regent’s Park. Aug 1. Walters & Oo, New sq 
Happy, Sir W. Keeper of the Public Records, Fore:t Hill, July 


Breer, Cons ee ae, Ce. be MO et 


Hrixpurr, Right Hon Hexzy Baron, Worcester. Ang & Small, Burton on 
Innate tba Mowaxb, Octeatt #66; Lavirpoot. Aug?2. Avison & Co, Liver- 
LEwIs, Y, Heacham, Norfolk. Aug 6. Partridge & Oo, King’s Lyon 
Marrnanp, THomMaS Henry, Barnsbury, Shorthand Clerk. July %. Forder & 
Maweuut, Haknint 1 - Buckingham Palace Road. July 9%. Eagleton 
Moaagoon: Bussanmeay * Kent. Sept i. Cripps & Son, Tunbridge 
NzwnQUit, Hoxuxn, Shefleld, Fisk Manutactarer. Septi. Broombead & Co, 
Parriasos, Ait Hay, Maldon, Besok. Gept 1. Crick & Freeman, Maldon 
Patrisson, ERNEstT HENRY, Maldon, Gent, Septi, Orick & Freeman, Maldon 
Psrrrrr, Evizapers, Coggeshall, Essex. Aug 12. Pettitt, Stoke Newington 
Poncon, Nrcwonas, Clapham Road, Provision Merohant. Aug3. Johnson & Oo, 


Rann Jane Aye, Maidenhead. July 3. Horne & Birkett; Lincato’s inn fields 


nit, to be offical Nquidator 
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Saxomons, Roserra, Porchester terrace. Aug 1. Leman & Co, Lincoln’s inn 

, EDWARD, Edgbaston, Warwick, Solicitor. Aug 1. Harding & Son, 
SuAw, Axwik, Clifton, Bristol. Augi. Brittan & Co, Bristol 
Sant, Joun, Early, Berks. Aug 12. Collins & Wilkinson, Walbrook 
Seen, Senaee, Dagenham, Essex, Tanner. Augé6. Young & Sons, Mark 
Sunrezs, Mary Ann, Croft, Durham. July 15. Bateson, Harrogate 
Wir11ams, Rosert, Holyhead, Gent. Augs. Roberts, Holyhead 

London Gazette. —~TuEspay, July 5. 


nee, Betinpa, Sydenham pk, Sydenham. Aug 9. Foster, Birchin 
ne 


ATHEntTon, THomas Hewny, Saddleworth, York, Cotton Spinner. July 30. 
‘Loot Carlile. Oidham 
Barty, Joux, st, Grosvenor sq. Septi. Lamb & Co, Odiham, Hants 


Bawwer, Ann ELLEN, New Brighton, Chester. July 90. Forrest, Liverpool 
Banwzs, Jouw Srvocx, Colchester, Solicitor. Aug 3i. Palmer, Queen Victoria st 
Buaxzy, Cuarizs, Bradford, York, Grocer. Sept 10. Hutchinson & Son, 
Bees Aes Minane, Mann st, Walworth. Augi3. Meredith & Co, New sq 
Brooxs, MatTripa, Parliament Hill rd, Hampstead. Aug 1. Tilley, High rd, 
Cuampion, Wit11AM. Costessy, Norfolk, Dealer. Aug 3. Whites & Pomeroy, 

ep or Heaton, nr Bolton, Esq. Aug 3i. Broadbent & Heelis, 
Grizs, W1L11AM, Heighington, Lincoln, Gent. Sept 30, Carline, Lincoln 
GREENFIELD, Emity, Lowestoft. July 30, Nicholson, Lowestoft 


Horpze, W114, Brewer st, Golden tq, Picture Cleaner. July 31. Holder & 
ewes rd, Croydon 
Mawson, fim H ovson, Leeds. Augé. Carter & Ramsden, Leeds 


Meprzy, Exiza Luccocs, Liverpool. Aug 1. 
Mur14, Maky, Portslade-by-Sea, Sussex. Aug 1. 


Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 
Hillman, Lewes 


Wir1um, East Retf Nottingham, h Builder. Aug 17. 
7 a wale — ing! Coac ug 
a. EMiy,. St James’s rd, Upper Tooting. July 90. Perrett, Queen 


Momsos, Herr, Kingston upon ull, Doctor of Medicine. Aug 25. Salmon, 
Rascu, FrepEric Cuartes Louis, Burwood place. Aug 16. Carr, High Holborn 


SEpPrinas, NIcHoLas Lourm. Semngatte, Southfields, Wandsworth, Gent. 
Aug 15. — Son, Philpot lane 
Ness, JAMES 3 te, Warehouseman. August13. Nicol & Co, Lime st 


Paneeee. Tuomas, Kendal, Westmoreland, Wine Merchant. August 20. Thomp- 
SXILBECK, JOHN, Kingston upon Hu'l, Esq. Sept1. Shackles & Son, Hull 
Sotomon, AsHER, Brighton,Gent. Augi5. Lindo & Co, Coleman st 

Srzxcer, Witt, Wilford, Nottingham, Gent. Aug 6. Burton & Eking, 
Wra’ ? JouN (ee pot eg Covent garden, Fruiterer. Aug 6. Lickorish 
Waurrz, Rosekt, Sheffield, Timber Merchant. Aug3i. Porrett, Sheffield 
Wirxnsson, Exiza Axx, Handsworth, Stafford. Sept 15. Johnson & Co, Bir- 
Wrusox, Jou, Knighton, Radnor, Gent. August12, Huff, Dudley 
wees Resecca, Annesley pk, Nottingham. August 8, Ingram, Lincoln’s inn 








WARNING TO INTENDING House PURCHASERS AND a. ate perMeste 
capers frasn The Gentiary Bagineerlan't Venue Ora hig exanbad | West. 
pad, Re ge he ED the V. entiation of Offices ten Offices, &c.—{ ADvT.] 


cert Foe ee a cald reed = little book by Mr, B. 
BEAST, Baron's Court House, West Kensington, London London, price 13 stamps. The 
his own.—[ ADvr.} cae u by me . 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
jLondon Gasette—Fripay, July 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
aller Bt. Ord Down st, Piccadilly, Lodging house Keeper. High Court. Pet 
Ord June & 
Baseuge, Mearvs Fingers upon Hull, Gunsmith. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
ee gous, Swindon, Major in Army. Cheltenham. Pet 
Fzouss, Scarborough, Boot Dealer. Scarborough. Pet June27. Ord 
Bowne, Jaume, President st, Goswell rd, Engineer. High Court. Pet May 10, 


Exizavern, and Wi1114m Brooxes Comey. » Dud Worcester, 
Datley. Pet June 2%. Onl Suse ds 
Brighton. Pet June 27. Ord 


a 


Jous, Ambhurst rd, Hackney, Tailor. High Court. Pet June 29. 


rida Hen Nottingham, out of business. Sheffield. Pet 
F. mae Sawey, = Ghgefham,, Manchester, Cab Proprietor. Man- 
Passtyrom, Homo Witt Wentaart W, Baker. Newport and Ryde, Pet 


Gaat, Ge Ne pee peakel, nr Walsall, Licensed Victualler. Waleall. Pet June 8 
June 28 


HArINEs, ge CHARLES, Sou! shomptes row, Holborn, House Agent. High 
Court. Pet June10. Ord June 


Hare, . Ay Bush Hill pk, Enfield, Builder. Edmonton. Pet June 29, 
Ord J 
Haxopox, Witsax Outpine, East Dulwich Green. High Court. Pet April 29. 
HAnage, 1Aume AME AMES. Moseley, Worcester, Traveller. Birmingham. Pet June 28 
une 28 


co 7 3 Ayw Krrro, St Day, Cornwall, Grocer. Truro. Pet June 27, 
Haw, WILLIAM, Haltby, Yorks, out of business. York. Pet June 29. Ord June 
Heures, Wr11am Isaac, Bicester, Oxfordshire, Licensed Victualler. Oxfard, 
Pet June 29. Ord June 20 

Darl , Painter, Stockton on Tees and Middlesboro’, 


Horny, WILLIAM, lington. 
Pet June #7. Ord June 
Reenpect® Perer, Bury, Lancs, Provision Dealer. Bolton. Pet June 28. Ord 
Kaxvox, Marmew ALFRED WRIGHT. Pem' aogetnenshies, House Decora- 
Carmarthen. Pet June 28. Ord ‘une 28 


lesan) SAMUEL, York, Book Keeper. York. Pet June 27. Ord June 27 

LusH, saan s Lp ey BULtwakk, Pontypridd, Clothier. Pontypridd. Pet June 

MARSDEN, ALGEENON MOSES, » Binhoronh 35, rd, South Kensington, no occupation. 
High Court. Pet June 29. 

Own. » RE NATHAN, Ipswich, Watchmaker. Ipswich. Pet June 28, Ord 

Pace” ‘Tigoponz, Birningham, Tin Plate Worker. Birmingham. Pet June 2, 


23 
Preston, CHARLES, Bradley, nr Bilston. an Licensed Victualler. Wolver- 


bampton. Pet June 15. Ord June 27 

PritLove, WILLIAM James, Chadwell Heath, Essex, Wheelwright. Chelmsford. 
Pet: June ?7. Ord June 27 

ReaD, ——y Swavesey, Cambs, Innkeeper. Peterborough. Pet June27. Ord 


5 
mer Wau, Scarborough, Blacksmith. Scarborough. Pet June 27, 





rd Juve 97 
ecnseee —-., SAnaao iN, Irton, Cumberland, Labourer. Whitehaven. Pet June 
Mt, 
Ropway, CHARLES J 2 Nailsworth, Glouces, Ironmonger. Gloucester. Pet 
June 27. Ord Jun 


Scott, A G, Copthall ae, Stockbroker. High Court. Pet June 8, Ord June 27 


Sruson, JoserH Kinossury, Patshull rd, Kentish Tuwn, Importer of Musical 
Instruments. High Court. Pet J une 29. Ord June 29 


SPrEN coms Bowen, Nottingham, Beerseller. Nottingham. Pet June 27, 
une 
Sprers, Jonw Tuomas, Newport, Mon, Fish Dealer. Newport, Mon. Pet June 


+9. Ord June 
Sraneces, © a High st, Old Brompton, Grocer. High Court. Pet June 22, 
une 
= ) enna, Birmingham, Leather Seller. Birmingham. Pet June 165. 
une 28 
TREHARNE, WILLIAM, Rhiewglyn, nr T dd, Ogmore Valley, Glamorgan- 
shire, Builder. Oardiff. Pet June 2. "Ord Ju me 37 m 
vars Tuomas, Brandsby, Yorks, Shoemaker. York, Pet Jume 25, Ord 


e 27 
Water, one Sam James, Fen ct, Fenchurch st, Broker. High Court. Pet June 
Wrs0n, JoHN, York, out of business. York. Pet June28. Ord June 28 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


PEAKE, wrx Reet, Gerrard st, Soho, Jeweller. High Court. Ord Feb 24. 
Rese June 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
BOWLING, STEPHEN ten Estate), Howden, Yorks. Painter. July 8 at 2.30. Off 
Rec, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
BowLinG, Sreruen, and Ropert Watson, Howden, Painters. 
Rec, Lincoln’ s inn bidgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
CAMPBELL, the Honourable CoLin, Bryanston Barrister at Law. July 8 at 
2.39. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoly? "a ino fields y 


= | corre, Wr1uM dewnry, t*e younger, Daybrook, Nottinghamshire, 
anufacturer. July Satii. Off Rec, <, Wich pavement, ottingham 


apes ty WIL1iams, Penzance, ation July 8 at 11.30. Off Rec, Boscawen 
CoWDREY. Gaenes, , Greyhound rd, Fulham, Grocer. July 8 at 12. 83, Carey st, 


Lines 
Downs, Manchester. Cotton Waste | Manchant. July 11 at 12.90, Off 


WILLiaM, 
Rec, asta 8 mage Bridge st. Manches 


July 8at2, Off 


Lace 


Durrett, JouHn Thames Ditton, nll Victualler. July 8atii. 16 
80 Anim 31, Bi Swithin’s — 
E1ore. hn ef THomas, Brighton, Draper. July 8 at 1. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


P 
Evans, JoHN Foo az, Abergavenny, Mon, Sculptor. July 11 at 12. Off Rec, 
yr 

Frain, Artuur, Honeywell rd, Wandsworth Common, Olerk. July 15 

mi Victoria ot, Westanineter i ¢ ay 0 eee 
Ostord, Confectioner. July 15 at 11.30. Off Rec, 1, Saiot 

oma lAate. Oxtfo 

% 


une Wagram, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Baker. July 12 at 12. 
Off Re Woopert, tho at yi 

Gaz, WE Walton, ape tebe k. July 12 062.30. Off Rec, 35, Victoria 

Cua S Jouw Franxiin, Manchester. i; ous of om 1 t. Jul i 
a & vewig the ploymen: uly 8atit.30, Off 

CHARLES, Mo nnapll Sonth La 
Ouran, Onan, %, Cross, oom mbeth rd, Importer of D ors. 
Hav epasem, ¥ Yorks, out of business. July 11 a5 2.30. Off Ree, 


S,cxs, Bax, Treorky, Glamorganshire, Grocer. July 8 at 12, Off Rec, Mer- 
Jmnceson, Hotel Dartington Durham, Farmer. July ii atti, Kin,'s 
JumEaes, Daven, Cardiff, Dealer. July Sat. Off Reo, 3, Crockherbtowa, 
KENNEALY, Perzn, Bury, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. July 12 at 3. 16, Wood 


st, Bolton 
Krpsow, SAMUEL, York, Bookkeeper. July 11 at 11. Off Rec, York 








Kia, Pempungen, Voltington, Oxford, Baker, July 9 at 11.30, Off Ree, 1, St 
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Lxperty, JAMES, Nettinghes Pia eng July Sat 3.30. Off Rec, 1 
High pa vt ceed ame, tooo s q 
INES, JAMES Lower Sydenham, Gent. 16 at 12. 
as 109, en n.t24%, Champion pk, ef 
MacManon, Ronenr eee Heene, Sussex, Gent. July §at12. Bankruptcy 
bldngs, Portugal st 
OwLsEs, HENRY Mareen, Ipswich, Watchmaker. July 8 at 12. Off Rec, 2, West- 
gate st, Ipswich 
B, WILLIAM, Newport Pagnell, Buckinghamshire, Builder. J 11 at3. 
County Comte Wattage n - 
PHELPS, zt, Faupennn, Gower pl, Euston rd, Publican. July 8at11. 33, Carey st, 
‘AD, oo Searens , Cambridgeshire, Innkeeper. J 19 at 12. Coun 
= Court, Peterbo + ugh 5 Ve: ed wd 
REDMAN, am, Oana, Deal, out of business. July 8 at 1.15. Black Horse Hotel, 


N, HARRISON, Irton, Cumberland, Labourer. July 11at1. 67, Duke 
wt, Whitebaven 


RFIELD, MARG. z forest, J 8 at 2.30. 

lies 4 —— es zetoees Glamorganshire, Draper. July 

SLATER, Winzsast, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. July 8at11. Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, eed 8 


Suort, RicharD HaspEeRrrerp, Gzorce SHonT, and Wit11aM REDFERN 
vere, Gecen Victoria st, Merchants. July 13 at12. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
CO. 
SMITH, Wanhesat ¢ Coox, Oswaldtwistle, Church, nr Accrington, Engraver. 
July 8at3. Commercial Hotel, Blackburn rd, Accrington 
Brunans, = i Seachare, Bath, Schcolmaster. July 21 at 10.45. R. H. Moon, 
ork 8 


Burroz, zaseee, Sheffield, Optician. July 13 at 12. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
cs) 
THOMAS, a ae Norman, Cardiff, Builder. July 8 at 3. Off Reco, 8, Crock- 


tone, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Lece Manufacturer. July 8 at 12. Off Rec, 
High Pavement, Nottingham 


ie THoMas, BRANDsBY, Yorks, Shoemaker. July 11 at 12.90, Off Rec, York 
yarn, THomas, Kidderminster, J 8 at 11. Incorporated 
w Society, Lincoln’s inn bids, Botalley lane ind Hull 

“eR. RoBERT (sep estate), Howden, Yorks, Painter. July 8 at 2.15. Off Rec, 
Lincoln's inn bidgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 

Wuat.ey, Joun James, Fen court, Fenchurch st, Broker. July 8 at 230. 383, 
Carey st, Lincoin’s inn 

WHITEHEAD, GEORGE, Liverpool, Loan Society Chairman. July 12 at 3. Off Rec, 

85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Warman, JOSEPH. Miles Plattin ting, Lanenshire, Obsmicel Menufasterer. July 11 
at 11.30. Off Reo, Ogden’s -: Betige Manchester 

WIGGINs, ot ape Manchester, Earth July 11 at 11. Off Ree, 
Ogden's chbrs, Buses st, Mandhaster. 

WILLIAMS, ALFRED, High Wycombe, Chairmaker. July 9 at 11.30. Off Rec, 1, St 
Aldate, Oxtord 


Wrtzams,d Joux, Pos Pontypridd, Glamorganshire, Grocer. July 11 at 2.20. Off Rec, 
t.) 
WILLIAMS, _* Davip Witttams, Tonypandy, nr Pontypridd, Grocers. 


July’ 14 at 10,30. Off Rec, Merthyr 
Wrs0n, Jonny, York, out of Dusloon. July 11 at 1.80, Off Rec, York 


io ~ My Semele, Knife Manufacturer. July 18 at 11. Off Reo, Figtree 

2, 

sours, Seam, Gilliogham, Dorset, Timber Merchant. July 8 at 3. Off Rec, 
jury 


The following amended notice is subetiented i hea published in the 
London Gazette of June 2 


Jones, WILLIAM, Conway, Oarnarvonshire, Carriage cena July 28 at 11 30. 
Queen’s Head Café, Bangor 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


a id Cxtaagns, Bi Newmarket, Trainer of Race Horses. Oambridge. Pet June 

1 rd Jun 

ams yr Hawn ‘Wann, South st, Park lane, Gent. High Court. Pet 
une 28 

otham Carr, Yorks, Painter. Kiogston upon Hull, Pet May 


Bowzzme, pesyams. E Howden, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston upon Hull. Pet May 
‘et 
Box, Zanpeaicr, Guonan Tuomas, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Grocer, Walsall. 
une 1 une 2 
OaarEsy, O: OLIVER JAMEs, Exeter, Corn Merchant. Exeter. Pet May 20. Ord 
une 27 
pom, Os ALFRED, Rotherfield st, Fruiterer. High Court. Pet June 23. Ord 
Brom, “WHat Tuomas, Brighton, Draper. Brighton. Pet June 27. Ord 
Ex.iort, E. B., Loughborough park. High Court. Ord June 299 
uve, ( Opapeae 3 Es Jonn, Amhurst rd, Hackney, Tailor, High Court. Pet June 29. 
une 
— Ouants Roaconp, Roydor, Essex, no occupation. Edmonton, Pet 
ril 1 une 
ae Wit1aM Henry, Cheetham, Manchester, Gab Proprietor. Manches- 
ter. Pet June 29. Ord June 29 
FISHER, J AMES Faasenae, Southampton, Plumber. Southampton. Pet June 


10. Ord June 28 
GILBERT, Ypanias Tomas, Uroffield rd, Ealing, Gent, Brentwood. Pet Jan 81. 


Ord May 
Guay, Gronas, R Rushall, nr Walsall, Licensed Victualler. Walsall. Pet June 28. 
Gancpatiz, Cianus Bristol, Chair Manufacturer. Bristol, Pet June 17. Ord 
Mas2ax, Gmoneg FREDRICK, J" Nottingham, out of business, Notting- 


Har fox, Jances, Bush Hill pars, Enfield, Builder. Edmonton. Pet June 29. 
Haanys, Many Aww Krrto, St Day, Cornwall, Grocer. Truro. Pet June 27, Ord 
Hamsld, Janu Magnaxn, Liverpool, Paper Hangings Dealer. Liverpool. Pet 
Howes, Tuomas, Welshpool, Shoemaker, Newtown. Pet June 7. Ord 


J 20 
Juuweson JouarE, pom. Lapplogaah ©, Durham, Forman. Stockton on Tees and 


M tJ 2%. Ord 
gous, Xe uous ge Butcher’ < Chester. Pet June 15. Ord 


en iay a 1 apg Mamnaon Soeuee, Levis, Sanchente. Birwingham. Pet 
¥, Perer, Bury, Provision Dealer. Bolton. Pet June 28. Ord June 29 
Sanh mean York. Pet June 2. Ord June 28 


sacs, Ong Guo Ah Gout Norwood, Licensed. Victnalay’ 

{4nox, Roneet Baresox, Heone, Sussex, Gent. Brighton. Pet June 2. 
Managem. ANDREW, jan, Nottingham, Clerk. Nottingham. Pet June 18. Ord 
Owzms, Haun Nareax, Igewich, Watchmaker. Ipswich. Pet June #%. Ord 


Puaxg, HIVRBANE Jom, Wivenhoo, Base, no oooupation. Colchester. Pet 
ay 7. Ord June 97 

Prick, SARAH ANN, Norwich, Tobacconist. Norwich. PetJune 14. Ord Jane?7 
Baap, lange. Om Swavesey, Cambridge, Innkeeper. Peterborough. Pet June 2. 


Re.vy. Wrussaxt Jou, Gt Grimaby, Sallmaker Gt Grimsby. Pet Jane 2. 
Rocmns, WitttaM, High rd, Kilburn, Boot Maker. High Court. Pet June 8. 
Russet, Srower Jase, Folkestoss, Tobacconist. Canterbury. Pet May 26. 
Epwin, Wi High Court. 
one, eS citeston 24. 86 Foter'e pk, Commission Agent. 
eee | Newton, Nottingham, Beerseller. Nottingham. Pet June 2. 
June 29 . 
Srias. Joun Tuowas, Newport, Mon, Fish Dealer. Newport, Mon. Pet June 
mne 
Tancert, Jou®, Birmingham, Lamp Desler. Birmingham. Pet June 16. Ord 
Tuomas, Huxnkar Nomwax, Cardiff, Builder. Cardiff. Pet May 2%. Ord June%7 
TREHARNE, WILLIAM, aim, Bhlowslye, ur TynewyGa, Glaesergen, Buller. Cardiff. 
Vant, Tuomas, Brasdsby: York, Shoemaker, York. Pet June 2. Ord June’ 
Waneges, Rosmee, Howden, Yorks, Painter. Kingston upon Hull. Pet May 27. 
Wane, Soe Sarens, Fon ot, Fensiegreh ot, Beets High Court. Pet June 
urrEuay, Witla, Taunton, Hatter. Taunton. Pet June22. Ord June 27 
vriszzsi itn ites” waleasice ea Kidderminster. Pet Juse 


7% OrdJd a 
Wraca, Josera, Sheffield, Knife Maker. Sheffield. Pet May 21. Ord June 27 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
BILBROUGE, Grong, Hackney rd, Ironmonger. High Court. Adjud May 6. 
Anvnul June 7 


ng ORDER RESCINDED AND ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Brim, Grad May 2. Reecls aud Aunul June 16 poe a 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasette.—TuESDaY, July 5. 
ArEret, Journ osEPH THOMAS CLAYTON, Bristol, Rag Merchant. Bristol. Pet June 
3 Ronan Tapucas, Ikeston, Cattle Desler. Derby. Pet July 1. Ord 
Cusnize FaEnenten, Gresnhend, Morttussberiand, Hotel Progeteter. 
Barnunor, Wao Barrow to, Foraeas Joiner. Ulverston and Barrow in 
BLATHERWICK, 


Tuomas, Nottingham, Painter. Nottingham, PetJuly2. Ord 


BraysHaw, WitLtaM WRIGHT, Birmingham, Hotel Proprietor. Birmingham. 
Brown, W: a, Cap Croydon. Pet June 30. Ord June 

Cuapman, GuorcE, Great Ouseburn, Yorks, Grocer. York. Pet June 18. Ond. 
Cox, WL. H., St Martin’s le Grand, Clerk. HighQourt, Ord June®. ol 
Denmam, Fanon, Chesiwood st, Pimlico, Grocer. High Court. Pet June 30. 
Des. So., Leadenhall st, Insurance Brokers. High Court. Pet June 16. 


aS] Spee Builder. East Stonehouse. Pet June 3. 


Gonna, W. Saas Roane, Bogen st, Mee Mere. High Court. 

Gonpen'}) ih Har, eoldence unknown, High Court, Pet Mays. Ord July. 
RANT, Onur, Wau i. Fe Queenten Manufacturer of Sik Goods. 
, ste a ae 2 


n Pet 2. 
me econ , Mill Operative. Dewsbuty. Pet July 2 Ord 


acasrg, Wittian, Colhester, Generel Delt Cebehenten Pet July 1. Ord 
pr] Snares Liverpool. PetJuly 1. Ord July! 

M Sxyrwova, Wimborne, Dorset, Builder. Poole. Pet July t. 
“othe pep hLsgeet 
Paxson. Faaxx Anraua, Leicester, Onterer. Leicester. Pet June ®. Ord 
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aiapaens 2 ny mn Huddersfield, Tobacconist. Huddersfield. Pet June 80. Ord 
pa.) Some, Oldham, Tobacconist. Oldham. Pet June 30. Ord June 30 


mapa Tuy Frawx BrYant. and Drsnzy ROoKE, Watling st, Clothiers. High Court. 

J % Ord July 2 

corr, Asari ext 0 , Wakeburst rd, Northcote rd, Wandsworth. Wandsworth. 
26. Ord June 30 

vary ~ F fag 30. Manchester, Stableman. Pet July 1. Ord 


Sra, Jonny, Abenenen, Mon, out of business. Newport, Mon. Pet June 30. 
Ord June 30 
, REUBEN, Moorland Close, ur Cockermouth, Uattle Dealer. Cockermouth 
and Workington. Pet June29. Ord July 


Tomxmrs, W11114M, Bristol, Haulier. Bristol. Pet June 30. Ord June 30 
Warson, E., St George’s rd, Clerk. High Court. Pet May 1s. Ord June 30 


Manchester. 


Watts, Epwix HEwry, Cusnaby st, Regent st, Goldsmith. High Court. Pet 
June 30. Ord June 
aie - 51 GEORGE, Plymouth, Coal Dealer. East Stonehouse. Pet July 1. Ord 


Wag, a. &. K., residence unknown, Gent. High Court. Pet May 3. Ord 
June 

Wiuts0n, ANN FRANCES, eeaineram Teicestershire, Draper. Leicester. Pet 

June 2%, Ord July 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALFRED ROBERT, Ivy Jane, Newgate st, Lace Goods Manufacturer 
July 12at il. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Nw, Hewry Cuarixs, Landor rd, Stockwell, Corn Dealer. July 12 at 12. 
83, Carey st. Lincoln’s inn 
so JOsEPH THOMAS axe, Bristol, Rag Merchant. July 15 at 12.30. 
Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
ATTENBOROUGH, THOMAS, Ilkeston, Derbyshire, Cattle Dealer. July 15at3. Off 
Rec, St James’s chbrs, Derby 
CHARLES FREDERICK, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Hotel Proprietor. 
July 13ati12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
Barker, RowLaNd TaTHAm, Stoneycroft, Lancashire, Oil Merchant, July 13 at 
3. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpodl 
Dewees, Bees aurs Rawttins, Kaighton, Leicestershire, Builder. July 13 at 8. 
2, lane, Leicester 
Box, FREDERICK oes Tuomas, Wednesbury, Grocer. July 13 at 10.45. Off 


CHAPMAN, Gasnen, Gt Ouseburn, Yorks, Grocer. July 14at1. Off Rec, York 


Dawes, Exizabera. Frodingham, Lincolnshire, Pig Iron Maker, July 21 at 12. 
Scere Hees, Birming rnd 


Dean, SAMUEL ane, Chester, Saddler. July 13 at 2.30. Crypt chbrs, East- 

GARNER, Ropker, White Lion st, = Saestenwel, Marble Merchant. July 13 at 
230.. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Haxgpy, James SuErrErson, Sciainsiia Painter. July 12 at 11. Off Rec, 1, 
Bigh povement. 5 Nottingham 

Hanreis, Anx KrrTo, St Day, Cornwall, Grocer. July 12 at 12. Off Rec, 


Boscawen st, 
Horney, Wit11am, Darlington, Painter. July 12 at 11. Off Reo, 8, Albert 1d. 


MaTHEW ALFRED WRIGHT, pea. Carmarthen, House Decorator. 
J Bakes 3. Off Rec, 


LarsG PH, Burton on Trent, Tene Keape July 14 at 12.15. White Hart 
Hot otel, Burton on Trent a ’ 2 


Joun, Gowlett 1d, East’ Dulwich, Traveller. July 13 at 11. 83, 
ney st, Lincoln’s inn 
a 7. Wii114M, Liverpool, Baker. July 14 at 3. Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, 
MuscRAvE, Seni sam, Cottings Jette, Contractor. July 12 at 2 In- 
corporated Law Society, Lincoln’s ion  bides. Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Pamxrsson, Feanx Antuvn, Leicester, Caterer. July 15 at 12. 28, Friar lane, 
Pairs, begat Merthyr Tydfil, China Dealer. July 13 at 12. Off Rec, 
, CATERIN. vendish Italian Warehouseman. Jul: 
12 at 11. Bekonet m1 tg Reet st, Lincoln's i inn fields id 
cue, ye Huddersfield, Tobacconist. July 14at3. Haigh & Son, Solors, 


Huddersfield 
1114M James, Chadwell Heath, Eesex, Wheelwright. July 12 at 11. 
egate st Withont 
Essex, B . July t4at 11. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
Tobacconist. July 14 at 3.30. Off Rec, Og- 
July 12 at 12, Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 


Norfolk terr, Bayswater, Promoter of Public Companies. 
gg oe tn bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’sinn fields > 


seeds sae rd, St Peter’s pk, Commission Agent. 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Susers, Jous, Birmingham, Jeweller. July 14 at 3. 2%, Colmore row, Birming- 


Suewxay, x rr Taunton, Draper. July 12 at 11.30. Off Rec, 9, Middle 
eur, Yous ene a, ON Of business, July 15 at 1%. Off Heo, 18, 
= Seer Bunderiand, Painter. July 12 at 1.00. Off Rec, 21, 
ermnags, Jon soe = Nottingham, Beerseller. July 13 at 11. Off Rec, 1, 
coe Mowgert, Mon, Fish Dealer. July 12 at 11. Off Rec, 12, 
Lamp Dealer. July 12 at 11. 2%, Colmere row, Bir- 

a. — se ter, Landore rd, Stockwell. July 13 at 12, 23, Carey 


m4 B 
Rename, Jomen, W 


, Parmer. 


July 13 at 2.20. 


a SS : a 
ance Hall, Pembroke i, Petmnenth, Engineer. July 18 at 12. Temper 
Tomxiss, Wi1114M, Bristol, Haulier. July 15 at 12. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 


5 ’ bl 
mem i tym ———— { ~~~ ye Mationer. July 12 at 3.20. 
Trenon, - She Rosadouy, Hammersmith, Jeweller. July 14 at 2.20, 
wusse, einn rd, Varmer. July 14 at 11. 16, Frankfort et, Pig- | J 


‘WILSON, — Mg en Be Mountsorrell, Leicestershire, Draper. July 15 at 3. “4 . 
Friar ne, Lei 

Woop. E., St | ae ap ee Finsbury pk, Builder. July i4at 11, Bankruptey 
bldngs, Lincoln’s i 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Astngws, JOSEPH, nny el lane, Public Accountant. High Court. Pet 


a Ord Ju 

BARKER, CHARLES FREDERIOK, ¥ ~ “rae Northumberland, Hotel Proprietor, 
Carlisle. Pet July1. Ord July 

Bayturop, WILL1AM, Barrow in Furnes, Jciner. 
tp pons Pet July 1. Ord July 

CooxE, JAMEs, Manchester, Booksellor. Manchester. 


Pet Juneé. Ord June 9 
CoopER, WILLIAM WaLDREN, Kegworth, Leceicester, Grocer. Leicester. Pet 
June 4. Ord July 2 


FLicut, FREDERICK, Oxford, Confectioner. Oxford. Pet June 23. Ord June 29 


FOSTER, JouN oarz:. Mutley, Plymouth, Builder. East Stonehouse, Pet 3 
une 30. r of 
HAINES, JOSEPH OmARLas, Southampton row, Holborn, Boarding-house Keeper, 
High Court. Pet June 10, Ord July1 gs 
HARPER, Jaume, osdeg, Worcestershire, Traveller. Birmingham. Pet June | 
28. une 29 a 
HARRISON, haf 29 ee Gsenge e over Sands, Jemophiee, | Engineer. Ulverstonand | 
Barrow in Furness. Pet March 15. Ord June 30 BS 
Haw, Wit 12am, Holtby, Yorks, out of business. York. Pet June 29. Ord 


Jun a 
HeaixGway, ABRAHAM, Brighouse, Yorks, Carrier. Halifax. Pet June 13, Ord ~ 
June 
Hornwpy, WILLIAM, Darlington. Painter. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough, 

Pet Juve 27. Ord J 
JONES, hada sa penton ge ln Proprietor. Bangor. Pet May 16. Ord 


une 

KENYON, MATTHEW ALFRED WRIGHT, Pembrey, Carmarthenshire, Painter. Car- 
marthen. Pet June 28. Ord June 30 - 
Lastane, WHtAAM, Dewsbury, Yorks, Mill Operative. Dewsbury. PetJuly2 | 
uly 2 Se 
LOINEs, , James WILLIAM, SRemgeen, pk, Lower Sydenham, Gent. Greenwich, © 
Pet May 20. Ord June % 
Lusa, Tg» retype ervane. Pontypridd, Clothier. Pontypridd. Pet June | 
5 r 1 g 
Pace, Turopoue, Birmingham, Tinplate Worker. Birmingham. Pet June 2, | 
r 1 a 


Ulverston and Barrow in 


Partineton, Emma, Purshall Hall, nr Droitwich, Farmer. Worcester. Pet © 
June 8. Ord July 2 i 
Pama, ape, Gower place, Euston rd, Publican. High Court. PetMay @ 
14. r es 
PICKUP, EDWARD, Huddersfield, Tobacconist, Huddersfield. Pet June 30, = 
Ord June 20 4 
RICHARDSON, Hasamoz, af tbom, Cumberland, Labourer. Whitehaven. Pet | 
June 11. Ord Jun : 


ROBINSON, JAMES, Oldham. Tobacconist. Oldham. Pt June 30. Ord June 30 
£corr, +5 Taga EDWARD, Leicester, Butcher. Leicester. Pet June 13. Ord 
anus, j AMES, Manchester, Stableman. Manchester. Pet July1, OrdJuly1 
Smmons, FrepeRick, Garden row, London rd, Southwark, Engineer. High 
Court. Pet June 14. Ord June 30 

SMITHER, WILLIAM, Steel’s rd, Haverstock hill. High Court. Ord June 30 
Com, Some. AS Abercarn, Mon, out of business. Newport, Mon, Pet June 90, 
SxowpDon, Ghaates Henny, Sunderland, Painter. Sunderland. Pet June 22, 


Ord'J uly 1 

Omni. yaaa Birmingham, Leather Seller. Birmingham. Pet June 14. Ord 
une 

Tows yy BENJAMIN, High Holborn, Grocer, High Court. Pet June6. Ord 


Van WAL W. 4 Clerkenwell rd, Diamond Mounter. High Court. Pet 
June 3 rd June 30 


WESTLAKE, GxzonaE, Plymouth, Coal Dealer. East Stonehouse. Pet July 1. Ord 4 


uly 2 
— Gunes Davi, Holdenhurst, Hamps, Miller. Poole, Pet May uw, 


Wage, cation, Gray’s inn rd, Farmer, East Stonehouse. Pet May 27. Ord 

une 

Wis0n, Joun, York, out of business. York. Pet June 28. Ord June 30 

Young, Guones, Gillingham, Timber Merchant. Salisbury. PetJune14, Ord ~ 
une 


CORB ig ATS ER Ieee 


ite 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, 


July 12.—Mesers, DengnHAM, TEWSON, BRIDGEWATER, at the Mart, at 4 
: ?: ~ ge saree Estates and Freehold Neocon Rents (sce Advertisement, June — 
saly a Epwis Fox & Bovsyrasa, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold | 
a and Freehold Kesidential a (see advertisement, June 1, — 


ALL & O0., at tho Mart, at 2pm, Valustle | 
tes (pee advertisement aly 73D. a E 
Mart, at 2 p m., Freehold Properties and ~~ 
ree Rd, Fane 11, p 13), Ss 
Jn 14. ~ Menars. AER, W apaeny ‘& the Mart, at 2 p.m, Freehold — 
July 14 oa Fro +. reat July 8p b the Marty 
-— " RIDGEWATER, 
a2 , =k, - Ground-ren to and Residential Properties (see ad 4 
J «Menars: His & Box, 46 the Mart, at 2p.m., Leuwehold and Frechold | 
oe eam y 26, p. 4). 
Jul —Mesers. (son wre came 08 at the Mart, at 9 pets 7 : 
& jreribiementy July ss ta, Frechold and Lease 
214 Properties (eee iansemank Yaar 1, p. 18), = , 

















Liorp, Richaup, Newtown, Montgomery, Saddler. Newtown. Adjud May 16. “@ 
Annul June 30 ; 
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BIRTHS, 
BIRTHS. 


Parrort.—July 2, at Stony Stratford, the wife of William Rose Parrott, solicitor, 


of a son. 


WHEELER.—J une 30, =. Ranteterd, the wife of Henry Wheeler, of Manchester, 


solicitor, of a daughte 
DEATH. 


DxANE.—July 1, Henry Augustus Deane, of South-square, Gray’s-inn, aged six- 


ty-two years 


MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


TrvLes In Prussia . 
Law STupDENTs’ JOURN. 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA. 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- | 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and ty REALITY cmzAPER than such 
Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a te:spoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatrva A La Vanrixe is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 

{fn tins at Is. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 

H, Scuwzrrzer & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C, 








Special Departments for Stationery and Bookbinding. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
Printers, Lithographers, Stationers, &c., 
LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 


GOLD PEN, 


WITH DIAMOND POINT, 
Anti-corrosive—Flexible—Durable—Adapting itself to 
Handwriting. ” 








Price 6d. each; post-free, 7d. 


With wreste 5 Metal Pocket Holder, bee ra ee Is 
Or, with Mordan’s Best a olders— 
Fluted buen complete .. ee eo ©=«éB : 

Engine-turned ed Pattern, complete .. ee os _Ga, 
Fluted Pattern, Telescopic .. ee oe eo 108, oe. 


Other patterns in great variety. 
ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 

TO H.R.H. THE PRINCE OF WALFS. 


PRRAND AND 008 Al SAUOE. 











Sovrs, PRESERVED PROVISIONS. 





POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME 
PINS, also 





pSsaNce OF BEEF, BEEF TRA. 





')URTLE SOUP, and JELLY, and other 





PHOIALITIBS for INVALIDS. 
CAUTION BEWARE OF IMITATIONS 
|, LITTLE STANHOPE STRERT, MAYFAID. 


EDE AND SON, 
RoBE ff} MAKERS, 


APPOINTMENT, 
&, Pon She Lord Ohancell: “the Whole of 
7 sai, a ton of London, fe. 


ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSBL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law W! me Gowns for Resieirers, Town Clerks, 
i” and Clerks of the Peace 


| CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


\UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English made. 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. 


WODDERSPOON & CO.,, 








LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 


7, SERLE STREET, aNv 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 





Orprnary SHapez, 8/6 To 70/- 





FISHERS BRIEF BAGS. 


Parent Orgentne, 30 To 100/- 


THE LARGEST STOCK OF BRIEF BAGS IN LONDON. 
Bags made to order on the Premises in one day. Catalogues post free. 


S. FISHER, 188, STRAND. 





CROSFIELD’S 








“DERFECTION" SOAP. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July.9, 1887. ‘ 








Cen 


BY Sado? AUTHORITY. 


The Companies Acts, _ 1862 to 1883 


Bvery requisite under the above 2 Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
— BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 


_ MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
a form ag istration 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (curner 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 
Annnua! and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPEBR, 
LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE LONDON &.0. 


Mato Copying and Engrossing. 


gee ee and copied on the Premises | 
ee pm and dispatch, at the lowest scale of | 
charges. good Discount allowed on accounts | 


LAW PRINTING. 


STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, APFI- 
DA 4a PLEADING, Printed at Is. per folio. 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &o., Printed | 


in form for 
Discount allowed 








dor ona on agreed accounts, 
LITHOGRAPHY. 

aperase FOF EVIDENGS, Lino DRAFTS 
PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, BUILD- 

ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithographed 

with accuracy and dispatch. 

PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS | 

Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 


HODGKINSON & CO.’S 


HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOCLSCAP, 
and other PAPERS. 
THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLICITORS, 
Cat be obtained through all Stationers. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


The best Remedy for 








ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE 


GOUT and INDIGESTIOP, 
And safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Laser 
Children, and Infants. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA! 
MADE WITH BOILING WATER. 


EPPS >= 


GRATEF UL—COMFORTING. 





MADE WITH BOILING MILK. 


and 

, | of the Cape pe Lagisatere, Ho. 16 of 1831, as amended 

by No. 18 of 1888 and No. 16 of 1886, is inscribed in 
accordan the provisions of th lonial 


London and Wes' 


| as as £0 avant A. a 4. apply to 


APE of ace HOPE.—OCONVERSION 
of the PUBLIC DEBT. 
and WESTM BANK 


LONDON INSTER 

{i Tnteed) are iggtractet by the Government of the 
ape of Good Hope, in consequence of numerous 
applications from the holders of Good 
Hope Government Debentures who did not avail 
themselves of the Uonversion offered in August, ee8, 

to make a further to the HOLDERS o: 
ounanting DEBENTURES of of OON VERSION into 
oy HOPE CONSOLIDATED STOOK. 
The Cape of Hope dated Stock 
bearing interest at four per cent. annum, created 
for the purposes of this Con ion, under the Acts 





ce with e “Col 
Stock Act, apis & 41 Viet. ca cap. 59—in the books 
| of the Pipa? kept b: y the London and Westminster 
| Limited), and is transferable, without cl 
ates of stamp Gute, & at ag I bank, either by 
| stockholders eir attorneys. Th: 
| interest, at the rate ot te four ae cent omnum. 
behalf of the Hove 





| is payable, on of 
Government, at the London an 
Limited April and 15th 


1 ( ), Lothbury, on the 16th Ai 
| October in each year, by dividend warrants, which, 
| if desired, can be sent by post to the 
and the stock will be pA hon F, at 
| bank on the 15th October, 1936, but 
of the Cape of Hope have the option of re- 
| demption at par in London on or after the 15th 
| October, 1916, on giving twelve calendar months’ 
—_— by adve in the “« London Gazette” 
| and in the “Times” ta 
| then stockholders at their 
Stock certifi to 


ers ; 
at the same 





of the prescribed fees, and such 
re-inscribed as stock at the will of the owner. 


Th 
2 
dends 


| Majesty's Treasury are not directly or indirectly 
— or respor sible for the 1 Tor any of the stock or 
e dividends thereon, or wi, A matter relating 
t+ - —40 & 41 Vict. cap. 59, 
The Conversi ersion will close ot the 90'h aly, 1857 
Prospectuses, giving full details of the amounts of 
stock offered in exchange f 
tions of Cape of Sood Hove 


conversion, can iy obtained 
| Westminster Bank (Limited). 
tminster age Loth- 
bury, London, E.C., 5th May, 1887, 


APE of GOOD nore. —CONVERSION 
of the PUBLIC DEBT.—Notice is Hereby 
= 5 yt the above senveniaa will CLOSE on ihe 
Londen and Westminster Bank Pm ~~ ae 
bury, London, E,C., ist 








SIX per CENT. GUARANTEED MORTGAGE 


LOMBARD INVESTMENT COMPANY. 
Bhareholters, 2 yh Bs eg oy Bh a li 
250,000 dois. ; To 


2,250, — ioe canoe. 
Head Office—Bosto: panes He. . Lom! jun., 


t. 
ffice—Kansas City, Mo, Mr. J. L. Lom- 


me Vigo cree ant 
Sole Agent for Great Britain Ireland—Mr. H. 
150, 


& Austin, Solicitors), 





nited States of America, for fi 
hatt'yeariy fa London, interest, payable F? enane 
halt yearly Deindivel 90. in’ 
_ 


the Company. 1 For full 


the London Office. 





ESTABLISHED 
|B lacgabeotgeinta 


Fg on demand. 





ee nite 





phe 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION STOCK. 


ae - t the Bank te "Roned. ¢ Piet ap & 
at ’ 
and ist July. 53 ny 





ISSUE OF £1,000,000 3 PER CENT. STOCK. © 


dnthovient ty Ate O 00 TERS 178; 4 & & Vi 
sand 45 & 46 Vict., ¢. 61. 


MINIMUM PRICE OF ISSUE £92 PER OEN 


The First + eee being Six Months’ Interest 
will be payable ist January, 1888. 


Trustees or other persons for the time biing having 
to invest any moneys in nominal Debentw 
Debentwre Stock iseued under the Local Loans Act, 1871 
are authorized to invest in Stock wssued wnder these Acts. 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 


THE BANK OF ENGLAND give notice that by 

arrangements made with the OC ration of B 

ham, under the provisions of the Act 44 & 45 ‘Vil 

c. ¢8, and in pursuance of resolutions of the Own 
ey are auth to ree 

ceive tenders for ——_ of be py CoRPo! 

TION Srock, bearin terest a per centum 

annum, able half-yea:ly at the Bank of Eng 

or any 0} Country Branches. 4 

The Stock will be redeemable at par, on or after 
Ist ae of — a notice han option of the Corporation, 


adverdienten given by pub 


hould the same not have heen pre-| 
wane ~ 


a OF bby purchase in the open 
stituted by. Phe | Stock na 





the Redemption Fund ¢ 


Stock have the o m of taking out Stock 
to bearer, by delivery, with coup 
qetadall haa tie taken sade et chanee asin the case off 
Government Stock. 
Tremaine and Stock Certificates to bearer are free” 
of Stamp Duty. 
PA... Sen Warrants are transmitted by post, when 


Tenders may be for the whole or any part of the 

Stock, and must state what amount of money will be" 
given for every £100 of the Stock. Tenders for 
than even hundreds of Stock, or at a price includ 
fractions of a shilling othe r than sixpence, will not 
accepted. Tenders are to be delivere’ at the Chi 
Uashier’s Office, Bank of {England before Two o’el¢ 
on » 12th July, 1887. Tenders at different) 

tices must be on separate forms. The amount ¢ 

lied for must be written on the outside o 

the ten 

The 


salahiin price, below which no tender will 
accepted, has been fixed-at £92 for every £100 of Sto 


A deposit of £5 cent. wu m the smount of Giaae 
d ey Pe et of the deli 


og 


f partial allotmen 
spolied towards the first 
In the event of the receipt of tenders at or above 
the minimum price for a er amount than that 
posed to be raised, the at the lowest oct eee 
accepted will be subject to a pro raté diminutidn. j 
The dates at which the further peymen ? 
gecouns of the Lom will ‘Se required, are ane 
ows :— 
On Tuesday, the 19th cule, 1837, 80 an 
quest tendered accepted as, when added to the ~ 
it, will leave bn om d sounds (Sterling) to be 
4 for each hundred pounds of Stoo 
On Friday, the 19th August, 1887, ps per cent. ; 
Os Tuesday, the 20th September, 1887, £25 per 
cent. ; 
On Thursday, the 20th October, 1837, £80 per cent. 
But those who so desire meg, Ome on and after the 19th 
July, 1897, pay up in fall, an wa be eeee di 


—- at the rate of £2 cent, 4 
he case edetault in ¢ in - 


ment of x] its proper he dé 
pow sad & tL eger oper date, th 
Interest will bo payable ist January and ist J , 
each year ; 
Pale pete nt anor 1888, 





























| % 
| . 
- | 
| . 
’ 
| ) = 
| « 
| e ¢ 
| = 
3 . 
1 
« 
. 
’ 
, 
| rq 
, 
; 
a 
« | 
. 
” ? 
| a , 
| mene 
: E . 
| ‘ 
j | 
. ’ | | 





